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I OBJECTIVE (U) 

The objectives of this experiment were to: 

. ~- lDemonstrate the potential of a novel 
'collection technique, known as remote viewing, 

• Determine the degree to which the technique used to 
analyze remote viewing results is applicable. 

:~ 
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II BACKGROUND (U) 

_) SRI was askedl- lto partie 

of August, 1988, 

and (2) to apply fuzzy set 

analysis to interpret the data. 

A. (U) Remote Viewing 

(U) Remote vieWing (RV) is an apparent human ability to gain access, by mental means 

alone, to information that is secured by shielding, distance, or time. 1- 5 * At least three elements 

are necessary to conauct an RV experiment: 

(1) An individu~l, called a viewer, With RV ability 

(2) Specific target material (not available to the viewer at the time of the 
experiment) 

(3) An analysis technique to determine the degree to which RV occurred 

In a typical laboratory protocol, a viewer and a monitor-an interviewer who is also unaware of 

the target material-are sequestered at time To. At To + 5 minutes. an allsistant selects the 

intended target from a large pool of potential targets (e.g .• a list of locations Within a half-hour 

drive from the laboratory) using a random procedure. At To + 30 minutes. the assistant is at the 

selected site and. back at the laboratory. the vieWing begins. _ At To + 4S_minutes~ the vieWing 

ends and the assistant returns to the laboratory. To provide feedback. the viewer. monitor. and 

assistant return to the selected site and review the RV data. 

(U) To determine if RV occurred. similar experiments are conducted using a newly 

selected target for each trial. Usually. the trials are done With target replacement (Le .• each 

target is returned to the pool and may be selected again by the random process). 

SG1A 

SG1A 

- . (U) References may be found at the end of this report. 
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B. (U) Fuzzy Set Analysis 

(U) Since 1972, SRI has developed many procedures to determine whether information 

has been obtained beyond chance expectation. 6- 8 In the current method, 9 the targets and 

viewer's responses are described as fuzzy sets of descriptor elements (e.g., presence of water). 

The outcome of the RV experiment is measured by a figure of merit, which is related to the 

accuracy and reliability of the viewer's description of the target. 

\t) } 
-, When RV is applied \ 

procedures differ considerably. 

about the target, but in , 

,the analysis --In laboratory experiments, much is known 

~applications, very little target 

information is known. Thus, the analysis technique must be modified in 

order to assess the "correct" RV response elements before confirming 

evidence can be obtained. 

~) 
·Lonj:l'-standing difficulties in applying the RV phenomena to 

intelligence applications are at least twofold. In a lengthy response, 

those elements ~f genuine ~ significance must be identified a 

priori. Second, even excellent examples of remote viewing do not 

necessarily imply, usefulness. Therefore, RV-derived 

'data should be used in conjunction with information'obtained 

through more conventional channels. 
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III APPROACH (U) 

(U) SRI conducted a 26-hour RV experiment beginning at 1008 on August 24, 1988. 

The viewer provided data in four different work periods: at 1008 and 1500 on August 24, and at 

0910 and 1120 on August 25. The details of the experiment are described below. 

A. (U) Remote Viewer 

SRI selected Viewer V372 to participate in this experiment 

because of his* lO-year experience as a viewer, and because he produced 

good results in the first experiment in this series, conducted in May. 

1987. 

B. (U) Target Material 

Th~ target was 

functional aspect t 

the elements themselves . 

C. (U) Experiment Protocol 

Included in the target material was the 

relationships among elements I " and 

_ The SRI team was gi ven the , ~ame of the experiment, a time 

window during which the experiment would be active, and a photograph and 

Social Security number of an on-site individu«l. Other than this, all 

aspects and details of the experiment were withheld from V372 and SRI 

personnel. 

• (U) To keep the identify of the viewer confidential. we refer to the viewer with the 
pronouns he and his regardless of the viewer's gender. 

4 
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Four sessions were conducted to provide information. The 

times and circumstances were as follows: 

(1) 1008 August 24 V372 was asked to describe the location and 
details of an event in progress. Details about pertinent 
personnel were also requested. 

(2) 1500 August 24 V372 was asked to 
activity at· the site demarked by 
sponsor's on-site representative. 

(3) Q91Q ~l.!gl.!:2:t: 25 V372 was asked 
descriptions from the previous day. 

describe details 
the presence of 

to expand upon 

and 
the 

his 

(4) 112Q f1!Jg!J:2:t: 25 V372 was asked consolidate the information 
from the previous scans and to provide his concluding 
remarks. 

During each session, V372's responses were tape-recorded. He 

was encouragl!d to draw details whenever possible. Drawings are contained 

in Appendix ~, and Appendix B contains verbatim transcripts of all four 

sessions. (Because of technical difficulties, most of the taped record of 

the second session was lost. Since the remaining data are intact and 

since the drawings from the remaining viewings are complete, this gap is 

not significant.) 

After all raw data had been delivered to the sponsor, V372 and 

SRI personnel were allowed to visit the target site 

feedback. 

D. (U) Analysis Technique 

1for 

\ . As discussed in'Section II, quantitative analysis in an 

intelligence setting poses problems. Any analysis of remote viewing data 

must be accomplished within the context of a mission statement. An 

analysis designed only to ·demonstrate RV is inadequate to enable an 

T """!' assessment, and vice versa. Under another program, 0 SRI 
~,.. 

developed a generalized analysis technique that allows for an a priori 

mission statement. An overview of that technique follows. 

5 
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1. (U) Definitions 

The most important aspect of RV data analysis is the 

definition of both the target and the RV response. For this analysis, all 

target and response information is defined as the fuzzy sets T and R, 

respectively. Each is described below. 

'The target is defined as a fuzzy set of target elements 

T[ek, p.k, wk] : 

• ek is an element of a target. For example, an element 

• 
SG1A 

. p.k is the membership value of element ek. It 
~e to which ek is present at the target. 
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIfor example. might have a membership 
value of 0.6. indicating that is 60% of 
the target material. Determined subjectively, p.k is always 
a val~e from 0 to 1. 

SG1A 

• ( _ wk is an arbitrary weighting factor for element ek. This 

SG1A 
factor accounts for differing missions by assigning the 
importance of elements relative to each other. The 

SG1A 
1 is very 
tmportant, for e assigned a weight of 5 
when compared with which might have a 
weight of 0.5. 

'The RV response is similarly defined as a fuzzy set of 

response elements R[et,p.t,wk]. The membership values for response 

elements, however, have a somewhat different meaning than those for target 

elements. Membership values, p.t.represent an ~nalyst's~assessment as to 

the degree of presence of etin the response. For declarative statements, 

P.k- 1 unless a viewer volunteers a specific or implied importance of et to 

the overall target. A degree of interpretation is allowed for 

nondeclarative statements by letting p.t< 1. The response weights, Wk. are 

identical to the target weights. 

(1 :1Ne define accuracy as the percent of target material described 

correctly by a response. Likewise, we define reliability (of a viewer) as the 

percent of a response that is correct. The figure of merit is the product 

of the two; to obtain a high figure of merit, a viewer's description of a 

target must be largely correct and contain few extraneous images. In 

6 
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fuzzy set terminology, these quantities for the jth target/response pair 

are as follows: 

and 

AccuracYj = a J = 

Reliability = r = 
i J 

The sum over k is called the sigma count in fuzzy set terminology. The sigma 

count is defined as the sum of the membership values, ~, for the elements 

of the response, target, and their intersection-that is, Ri, n.and 

(Rj n Tj), respectively. 

2. (U) Target and Response Data 

The universe of target and response elements is drawn from the 

August, 1988, experiment. We define three element categories: functions, 

relationships, and objects. These categories are weighted 1.0, 0.75, and 

0.50, respectively. 

(U) Table 1 shows the universe of target and response elements and the formal definition 

of T and R. All scans were considered together. rather than scan by scan. The various scaling 

weights are shown in parentheses adjacent to the appropriate factors. The relative weights are 

derived from SRI's best assessment of the operational utility of each element. The response 

membership values. R(~). were determined from the raw data (see Appendices A and B). The 

target membership values, T(~). were determined by SRI personnel during a site visit in 

September, 1988. All elements. however. were determined by an SRI analyst post hoc in order 

to allow a more accurate assessment of reliability. Elements derived from the response were 

taken literally. Those elements having no corresponding element in the target (i.e .• T(~) = 0) 

were assigned the average weight of elements present in the target. 

7 
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IV RESULTS AND DISCUSSION (U) 

Table 2 shows the figure-of-merit analysis for the 

experiment using the fuzzy sets defined in Table 1. The target was the 

The 

target-response intersection is shown as IT n RI, and the sigma counts of 

the target and response sets are shown as I TI and I R I, respectively. N 

is the number of elements that were identified for each category. All 

quantities include the relative weights shown in Table 1. 

Ii 'The weighted accuracy total of O. 80 (i. e., 80% of the 

identifiabl~ elements at the target site were correctly described by V372) 

agrees well with the qualitative correspondence shown in Figures 1 and 2.* 

Figure 3 shows V372's drawing of a plan view of the target area, which 

appears to match the experimental situation almost exactly. The figures 

of merit. show that, since the first experiment in this series, V372's 

ability to sense functions and objects has increased modestly, and his 

ability to sense relationships has increased by a factor of four. The 

relatively low value of 0.S7 for the combined (weighted by the category 

weighting factors) target elements is consistent with the elaborate nature 

of V372's response (see the original response in Appendices A and B). 

Table 2 

FIGURE OF MERIT SUMMARY1 

Element Type N IT nRI ITI 

FUNCTIONS 8 10.00 11.40 

RELATIONSHIPS 16 15.05 21.95 

OBJECTS 48 46.20 56.70 

TOTAL 72 - -

IRI Ace. ReI. M 

12.43 0.88 0.80 0.70 
23.45 0.69 0.64 0.44 
72.92 0.82 0.63 0.52 

- 0.80 0.65 0.52 

• (U) All figures are to be taken as indicators of qualitative correspondence. The drawings and 
photographs have been selected to illustrate the correspondence. 

10 
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'After SRI personnel had been debriefed about the target, a 

second long-term participant, V009, was asked to view the same event. He 

was told to provide whatever information he could about an event that had 

taken place approximately two weeks earlier. Viewer V009 was told nothing 

else about the nature of the target or target event, and he worked without 

an RV monitor. 

Since this was an ad hoc test, not intended to be part of the 

series, we have not conducted a formal analysis of V009's response. 

Qualitatively, however, V009 appeared to do as well as V372, given that he 

remained in session, unmonitored, for only 20 minutes. Figure 6 shows one 

part of his drawing response that captures V009's theme. Interestingly, 

V009 also appeared to be confused by the multitude of potential target 

material in the immediate area. He drew an airport and recognized that it 

was not the intended target. 

17 
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V CONCLUSIONS (U) 

Viewer V372 was asked to use RV to describe the activity of 

project, 'during August 24 and 25, 1988. He described approximately 

80% of the identifiable target elements correctly. and 71% of his 

responses corresponded with the intended target. Although 29% noise 

remains, if this experiment had been an actual. 'activity, the 

noise probably would not have been a significant distracting factor. 
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