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Developing Perspectives on Anomalous Experience: June 4th 2005, Liverpool Hope University College
T

his conference consisted of papers presented mainly by research psychologists on the investigation of ‘anomalous experiences’. The conference was well attended and the papers were of a very high academic standard. Fourteen were on the programme, but one speaker was unable to attend.

The first part of the conference (up to the morning coffee break) was devoted to reports of unusual experiences in everyday life. The first paper was by Prof. Richard Wiseman of the University of Hertfordshire, who is well known to all sceptics here and abroad. (The University of Hertfordshire has recently awarded Richard Britain’s first Professorship in the Public Understanding of Psychology.)  Richard reported the results of three experiments on ‘dark room séance phenomena’, specifically the movement of luminous objects. Sometimes the objects were deliberately moved by the experimenter and sometimes they were not. Suggestibility and belief in the paranormal influenced the recall of movement of the objects. 

Dr. Ciaran O’Keeffe, Lecturer in Psychology at Liverpool Hope University College, presented an overview of the variables associated with reportings of hauntings. Dr. O’Keeffe is currently the resident psychologist on Living TV’s ‘Most Haunted’. His paper involved a collaboration with Dr. Matthew Smith, Senior Lecturer in Psychology at the same college. 

Dr. Simon Sherwood, Senior Lecturer in Psychology at University College Northampton, next gave a very interesting review of reports of apparitions of black dogs. Dr. Sherwood noted that it has been estimated that between 17% and 32% of people have experienced some form of apparition of any sort. He has collected 50 cases of apparitions of deceased pets (dogs, cats and, in one case, a hamster). The focus of his paper was, however, apparitions of ‘black dogs’, which are characterised by their huge size and their large saucer-shaped eyes. Such apparitions are well known in folklore and have been reported for centuries up to the present day. Dr. Sherwood described common characteristics of reports of these apparitions and summarised normal, paranormal and supernatural explanations. (He presents his work on his website, which can be accessed by typing into Google ‘apparitions’ and ‘black dogs’. 

The final paper in this section was presented by another well-known figure in the world of scepticism, Prof. Chris French, who heads the Anomalistic Psychology Research Unit at Goldsmiths College. His collaborators for this presentation were Julia Santomauro, Victoria Hamilton and Rachel Fox, all at the University of London, and Michael Thalbourne of the University of Adelaide. Chris presented recent results of research undertaken by him and his colleagues on people who claim to have had some form of contact with extraterrestrial aliens. Those claiming to have had contact scored significantly higher on a number of scales measuring personality characteristics such as hallucinatory experiences, absorption and dissociation, and they also reported more incidents of sleep paralysis. The researchers did not replicate previous findings concerning fantasy proneness, at least at an acceptable level of statistical significance, nor were those claiming contact more susceptible to false memories. There was no difference between the two groups on performance on ESP tasks, but contact reporters showed a marginal trend to do better on ‘clairvoyance’. No differences were found on measures of ‘fear of the paranormal’ or the use of alcohol or drugs.

The second half of the morning’s programme consisted of three papers on the theme of altered states of consciousness (ASCs). Dr. Chris Roe, Senior Lecturer in Psychology at University College Northampton, presented a paper on ESP and ASCs. Dr. Roe argued that the results of laboratory studies in parapsychology have tended to be weak and unreliable, but one promising finding has been that ESP effects are stronger when participants are experiencing an ASC such as dreaming, borderline states of sleep, meditation, and ‘trances’ as experienced by mediums. Prominent in parapsychology research has also been the use of sensory deprivation (the ganzfeld studies). Dr. Roe summarised some of the findings that have shown highly significant effects that may be attributable to extrasensory experience. There is evidence that those who are more proficient in entering an ASC (specifically meditators) show a stronger effect, but this may be because they ‘hold back’ on their performance when they are not meditating. (This problem has been encountered when investigating the effect of hypnosis on the performance of non-parapsychologial tasks). This finding, of course, assumes the validity of extrasensory experience. A possibility also discussed by Dr. Roe is that the procedures for entering an ASC may have a ritualistic function in these studies. In other words, the effect is due to ‘suggestion’. Again there are parallels here with research in hypnosis: participants expect that, following a hypnotic induction, their performance on various tests, including suggestibility, will be enhanced. Substituting the traditional sleep or relaxation induction with a ‘dummy’ induction, such as motivating instructions or instructions to the participants just to think about what is going on around them, yields the same increase in scores on the tests. 

Dr. Christine Simmonds, Lecturer in Psychology at Liverpool Hope University College, next presented a paper entitled ‘Anomalous Experiences and Boundary Thinness in the Mind and Brain’. I was at a disadvantage in trying to follow this paper, as the concept of ‘boundary thinness’ is new to me. Boundary thinness is a trait that can be assessed psychometrically and is related to proneness to anomalous experiences. 

The third and final paper in this section was by Prof. Etzel Cardeña, currently at the University of Texas-Pan American. Prof. Cardeña is well known in the field of hypnosis. Consistent with the findings on ESP and ASCs discussed by Dr. Roe (see earlier), Prof. Cardeña referred to evidence that ESP is enhanced during hypnosis. He presented some of the characteristics of the subjective experiences of ‘hypnotic virtuosos’ when different kinds of hypnotic induction have been used, and compared these to other reported ASCs such as in shamanism and deep meditative states. 

The theme of the third quarter of the programme was research on ESP. Dr. Caroline Watt presented the first paper in this section. Dr. Watt is Senior Research Fellow and acting Head of the Koëstler Parapsychology Unit at the University of Edinburgh. She is also President of the Parapsychological Association. Dr. Watt presented three studies on a ‘remote helping task’. I understand that this task was devised by the late Prof. Robert Morris of the same department. In this task there are two participants; one has to focus all his or her attention on a candle and record, by means of a hand-held counter, when his or her attention wanders. In another part of the laboratory a second participant, the ‘helper’, is instructed to facilitate the other person’s performance by concentrating on this idea. I understand that a significant ‘remote facilitation’ effect has previously been obtained in this kind of experiment. Dr. Watt’s purpose was to examine characteristics of the experimenter that might influence the outcome. The main finding in this series of experiments was that evidence of remote facilitation of attention focusing was only obtained by experimenters who believed the reality of psi. Whether or not the participants believed that the experimenter accepted psi or had a good or bad record at producing psi phenomena made no difference when the same experimenters were used in each experimental condition. 

The next paper was presented by Prof. Deborah Delanoy of University College Northampton in collaboration with Dr. Watt and the late Prof. Morris. The theme was ‘Improving the Ecological Validity of ESP Research’. Prof. Delanoy drew a distinction between the standard laboratory studies of ESP and reports of spontaneous ESP in everyday life. The aim of her paper was to examine ways in which controlled research of ESP could be more ecologically valid with respect to ‘real life’ psi experiences. One of the topics of this paper was the use of training methods derived from folklore, recommendations of ‘skilled psychics’, and experimental research. The speaker also focused upon methodology that would enable participants in remote viewing experiments to generate their impressions in a place, manner and at a time of their choosing.

Prof. Daryl Bem, Professor of Psychology at Cornell University, followed Dr. Watt. Of all the speakers at the conference, Professor Bem has the most impressive vintage, having obtained his PhD in social psychology in 1964, since when he developed an international reputation in the field, notably in the study of attitudes and cognitive dissonance theory. In more recent years he has turned his attention to parapsychology and has presented review papers that he and others contend demonstrate the reality of remote viewing (the ganzfeld studies). The theme of Prof. Bem’s paper was studies of precognitive emotional arousal. Some previous research has provided evidence that when an emotionally arousing picture is presented to a person, not only does the physiological response to the picture take effect prior to the conscious registration of the contents of the picture, but prior to the presentation of the picture itself and, in computerised experiments, before the computer itself has selected the image to be presented! This finding, if it is valid, contradicts a fundamental law of physics, namely that one cannot have backward causality. Prof. Bem presented a series of experiments on this theme. One of his stated aims is to achieve the ‘Holy Grail’ of parapsychology research, namely to develop a protocol for demonstrating the reality of parapsychological phenomena – e.g. ESP – that can be used in any laboratory in the world and can generate statistically significant effects. (This precipitated a tea-time discussion amongst some of us as to just how typical is this kind of replicability in psychology generally. Some people expressed doubt as to how replicable are the results of many psychological experiments.) In this respect, one problem with the research that Prof. Bem presented was that, although he was able to obtain statistically significant results in a series of experiments, the number of participants required for statistical power was over 300. (Usually in these experiments chance level is 50% and Prof. Bem admitted to preferring the simplest statistical analysis, namely the sign test.) However, stronger effects were obtained for female participants and for meditators and the most significant results were predictably for female meditators. Hence, anybody wanting to do this kind of experiment could cut down on the time and resources needed by selecting their participants from such a population if one was readily available. 

In the basic paradigm used by Prof. Bem, a picture on a computer screen is presented to the participant (in fact there are usually a pair of images). The computer then makes a decision whether or not to present the picture again (following the first presentation) but in such a way that, were it to precede the first presentation, it would modify the participant’s emotional response to it. The results showed that the subsequent manoeuvre affects the participant’s reaction to the image at its earlier presentation. For example, at the first presentation, participants may be asked to select which one of two images, designed to be emotionally arousing, they prefer. One of the images is selected by the computer at random and repeatedly flashed up on the screen. In standard psychological research it has been found that the participants’ emotional reaction to repeated presentations of a picture dulls his or her emotional response to it by the process of habituation. The experiments conducted by Prof. Bem appear to show that this effect can happen in reverse time; a very slight tendency was found for the participants’ initial preference to be influenced by the habitation procedure that followed. As I stated, this and other effects were extremely weak and required the running of hundreds of participants to achieve the appropriate level of statistical power.

The paper that was scheduled to follow Prof. Bem’s was postponed until the end of the conference and, as I had to leave early, I missed the presentation. The title of the paper was ‘Will we Ever Know whether ESP Exists?’ and the presenter was Mr. Jezz Fox, who at present does not appear to be working at a university or college, but is undertaking some research with another speaker at the conference, Dr. Craig Murray (see later). Mr. Fox has developed systems for running surveys over the Internet and conducting experimental trials with participants (including the ganzfeld paradigm). Mr Fox presented arguments to support his contention that ‘whilst it is not possible to use experimental findings to conclude that ESP does not exist, it is also unlikely that we will ever be able to use these findings to conclude that ESP does exist …. It seems that the experimental research being performed will not help to unify researchers in their opinion relating to ESP as a genuine human ability’.

The paper by Dr. Craig Murray, a Lecturer in Psychology at the University of Manchester, presented work that he has conducted in collaboration with Mr. Fox surveying ‘out-of-body experiences’ (OBEs). He described two projects investigating the body images of people who claim to have had OBEs). Of 243 university staff and students, just over a quarter reported having had an OBE and 79% of these reported having had more than one. Those reporting OBEs scored significantly higher on measures of somatoform dissociation, self-consciousness and body dissatisfaction, and lower on a measure of confidence in their physical presentation. There therefore appear to be pre-existing differences in the body experiences of people who do and do not have OBEs. People reporting having had OBEs tended to dream more in the disembodied state. The researchers also obtained evidence that the term ‘out-of-body experience’ is currently being used to refer to a range of experiences rather than just one; these include near death experiences, drug or chemically-induced OBEs, spontaneous OBEs, and autoscopy. The researchers supported a dissociational account of the OBE.

Dr. Robin Woffitt, Senior Lecturer in the Department of Sociology at the University of York, then presented a paper in which he examined the language used in interactions when describing and discussing anomalous experiences. (I had to leave before the conclusion of this paper). Dr. Woffitt presented transcripts of the dialogue between experimenters and participants in what I understand to be experiments on remote viewing, in which each participant described his or her imagery. Dr Woffitt considers that this kind of analysis ‘may offer important insight into the ways in which anomalous communication interacts with the organisation of ordinary verbal communication’. 

Dr. Paul Stephens, Research Fellow with the Koëstler Parapsychology Unit at the University of Edinburgh, was unable to present his paper at the conference. From his abstract it is evident that Dr. Stephens’s paper concerned the important issue of how one explains the occurrence of parapsychological phenomena such as psi, if they are real. This is something that none of the other presenters describing research on psi addressed. Dr. Stephens points out that parapsychology lacks an accepted theoretical model and any explanations have to be based on ‘more esoteric and speculative areas of physics’. He argues that ‘the different assumptions we make about psi effects can radically alter the physical requirements of any potential mechanisms’ and he suggests alternative perspectives on some parapsychological phenomena. This is as far as I can present his work, but no doubt the interested reader can discover more on this topic by an Internet search.

I came away from the conference feeling more knowledgeable about, and more interested in, current work on anomalistic psychology and parapsychology. The ideas and the research presented (previous and original) were well presented, of a high standard, and relevant to an understanding of human psychology. Some of the presentations studied anomalous experiences in everyday life, the characteristics of the people who report them and the circumstances in which they are experienced, without needing to assume the authenticity of any paranormal or supernatural explanations to account for them. Other presentations described research designed to investigate the reality of psi phenomena. The medium by which such investigations are conducted is that of the psychological experiment with volunteer participants in the psychological laboratory, employing the usual statistical procedures for analysis. 

One anomaly that I noticed at this conference on anomalous experiences was the fact that some people consider there to be no evidence at all for psi phenomena (and this is the usual sceptical line) whereas some presenters (who are all committed to scientific experimental psychology) appeared comfortable about referring to research in which these phenomena had been demonstrated, often at a high level of statistical significance. For example, on numerous occasions reference was made to psi phenomena being only manifest under certain experimental conditions, or being stronger in participants with certain characteristics; these results are very interesting and highly relevant, but the fact that psi phenomena occurred at all is surely the most startling conclusion. 

If such phenomena exist then they are very weak indeed, but the fact that they exist at all would be of tremendous scientific significance. Replication is extremely important: the history of the study of these phenomena reveals that initially dramatic effects are claimed - e.g. astonishing feats of mind-reading or the psychokinetic displacement of large objects - but with increasingly stringent controls, the obtained effects become vanishingly small – e.g. a slight ESP effect obtained with hundreds of participants or the claimed ability of the mind to affect subatomic particles in an electronic random number generator). It may therefore be that the residual small, but statistically significant, effects that are currently being reported are still due to some leakage in the controls for such artefacts as experimenter effects or non-randomness in sequences of stimuli or conditions. Even if the effects prove to be robust, I am very sceptical as to whether laboratory studies of psi have any relevance to paranormal claims, - e.g. of psychic abilities - in everyday life. In fact, as it appears that any effects at all are likely to be miniscule, I see no particular purpose or advantage in them at all for human beings. (I was not convinced by Prof. Bem’s idea that emotional arousal by backward causality may be of evolutionary importance.)

With one exception there was little discussion of any theoretical models that might underlie such phenomena. If it can be established that psi phenomena such as ESP and the backward causality phenomenon presented by Prof. Bem actually exist, however tiny the effects, then I see no reason why one should have to invoke religious or spiritual explanations for these. The discipline to turn to is physics. I am not sufficiently knowledgeable to say whether there are any plausible theories in physics that would be able to account for such phenomena. I am aware that modern physics allows for the existence of paradoxical and anomalous events and processes that common sense and even classical physics do not allow for. (In the previous Newsletter I reproduced a letter to ASKE from Mr. Peter Bottomley, castigating Doug Bramwell for his article on the ASKE website, deriding those who seek support for paranormal abilities in quantum physics.) Also consciousness itself is a very special phenomenon. 

I look at it this way. At one time, humankind thought of itself as being at the centre of our universe on the planet Earth. It gradually became apparent that this was not the case and that the Earth was a miniscule part of the universe, smaller in proportion than a grain of sand in all the deserts on Earth combined. Now we can once again think of the Earth and life on it, and in particular we humans, as very special. In the whole of our universe, matter itself occupies a tiny part; a tiny fraction of this matter consists of elements other than hydrogen and helium. A tiny fraction of this matter is formed from elements varied and complex enough to form a living organism. A tiny percentage of this matter forms organisms that are conscious. It seems at this point that we are now referring to something in our universe that is so incomprehensibly rare yet correspondingly so complex relative to anything else, as to be very ‘special’ – perhaps the most ‘special’ thing there is, if that is not being too anthropocentric. 

Modern physics allows for, and even demands, such things as ‘invisible’ matter and energy, and extra dimensions. Even without possessing what are currently called psi properties, it may be that to explain consciousness we will need to draw upon modern physics and even physics that remains to be developed. This would certainly be a requirement if such phenomena as ESP and backward causality in conscious experience are real processes. However, before we go down that avenue, it must be established that we are dealing with clear, observable, replicable phenomena. There is no point in calling upon the rigorous science of quantum physics to provide explanations for phenomena if their existence remains to be convincingly demonstrated.


THE ASKE CHALLENGE
Tony Youens

D

o you think ASKE should have its own psychic challenge? As you may know the £12,000 challenge we ran for mediums finished a while back (nobody won or even came close) and it’s about time we started thinking about another one. I have mentioned this previously and response has been somewhat muted.  So this is my last go at resurrecting it.

We only have limited resources and by resources I generally mean people willing to take part in carrying out tests. I recently organised a test on behalf of the James Randi Educational Foundation, a task that would have been very difficult were it not for the tireless efforts of Nick Pullar, who actually carried it out. Without people willing to help out, our challenge might look rigged - i.e. by making it too troublesome to apply. 

The other thing we need is a decent-sized reward. I currently have an offer on my own site of £5000 for any testable claim, ASKE can surely do better. I propose a minimum pledge of £500 per member, in which case we should be able to achieve at least £15,000; it would be a lot more if everybody joined in. I’ll start the ball rolling by pledging £2,000. If you decide to join in all you will need to do is sign a form committing yourself to offering £X should someone pass a preliminary test. Let’s be clear about this: you don’t have to post £500 in used fivers for me to cling on to - at least not unless someone actually passes the preliminary test prior to going on to the final challenge. You would also be notified of the test protocol before any test is carried out, so if you thought it was in the slightest bit dodgy you would be free to pull out.

So what shall we offer to test? My concern has always been that if we make it too general, everyone and her siblings will pester us for all sorts of nonsensical, untestable claims. Therefore why don’t we restrict it to the following?

Psychic Surgery: Opening someone’s body and sealing it up again

Mediums: Asking them specific questions (similar to the last test)

Metal bending: We supply a sealed spoon and they concentrate all they like

Telepathy: An appropriate test of some kind

Dowsing: This would depend on how demanding the dowser is

Anyway, before I bust a gut trying to set this up I need to hear from anyone and everyone who wants to take part. Email me at: tony@tonyyouens.com if you want to join in.

___________________________________________________________________________________________________

LOGIC AND INTUITION

I

t’s surprising how many logical and mathematical puzzles involve the number three. The puzzle below is an example that I made up myself but it may well be that someone else has already thought of it. I’ve incorporated an extra twist to the puzzle that illustrates a moral that all sceptics will endorse.  It is not difficult to solve and any readers who have children or who know children might like to set them the puzzle to help them understand the lesson to be learnt from it.      

A three-card problem 

On the table, face down, are the Ace, King and Queen of Hearts. Amy, Ben and Chris are instructed to each pick a card and not to show it to anyone else. They are each to make one statement. One of them has been told to lie, the other two, who do not know the identity of the liar, have been instructed to tell the truth. They make the following statements in order:

Amy: I have the Ace.

Ben: I know Amy is lying.

Chris: I don’t have the King 

Which card does Chris have?

Now, suppose that before they make their statements you notice that Ben breaks the rules and, unknown to the others, peeps at Amy’s card. Amy, Ben and Chris now make their statements as above. What is your answer now? And what is the moral of this?

SKEPTICAL NETWORKS AND WEBSITES
Jim Spencer

F

or the sceptics among us intimidated by the innumerable web links offered by the vast Information Autobahn, here's a whirlwind tour of sites promoting skeptic events and publications and pointers to resources that should feature prominently in your Internet browser’s favourites list.

If you're not already a member, make it a priority to add yourself to the ASKEnet private discussion list. This is the primary tool by which 'Net-connected ASKE members can bring skeptic-related articles and happenings to the attention of one another and discuss topics of interest. To join, simply email Tony and he'll send you the password, secret initiation rites and 26-digit combination to the 7 seals that keep the list from prying eyes. Or he'll just grant you access. To post to the list, simply send the message as you would an email, with the address <ASKEnet@yahoogroups.com>. Past messages can be read by members at <http://groups.yahoo.com/group/ASKEnet/>.

The list is moderated, so the more exuberant the capitalisation in a message and the more abundant the exclamation marks, the less likely it is to be posted.

One of the newspaper columns regularly enjoyed by ASKEnet denizens is the Guardian's Bad Science. Dr. Ben Goldacre points the finger every Thursday, peering through scientific-sounding waffle and phoney credentials to reveal the lake of snake oil beneath. It comes highly recommended and can be read at <http://www.guardian.co.uk/life/badscience/>. 

An introduction to the UK's very own monthly Skeptic magazine and overview of the latest issue can be found at <www.skeptic.org.uk>. Prof Chris French of the Anomalistic Psychology Research Unit based at Goldsmiths College, London edits the publication (together with Victoria Hamilton), bringing us the lowdown on past and present weird happenings and fleshing out the skeptical viewpoints that sensational media reports on the paranormal usually consign to a sentence or two. If you're not already a subscriber to this off-line publication, order a free sample issue with no obligations. Also worthy of note on the site is a link to the web log

(http://www.livejournal.com/users/ukskeptic/).

This is updated frequently with the latest news articles on logic-leapers and those who've blunted Ockham's razor.

Another site you may want to keep regular tabs on is the home page of the UK's foremost (read: only) regular skeptic get-together, Skeptics in the Pub

(http://www.skeptic.org.uk/pub/)

This is convened once a month at the Old King’s Head pub in London, and provides an opportunity for skeptics to enjoy a drink and a chat. The focus of the night is a guest speaker, invited to wax lyrical about their chosen bugbear. Previous talks have been presented by Montague Keen and Rupert Sheldrake, demonstrating that it's not all preaching to the converted. If you can make it, do your bit to by simply turning up. I'll see you there, yes?

**The next Skeptics in the Pub will be held on Thursday, July 21st 2005 when speaker Dick Taverne will be talking about the march of unreason.**

BadPsychics is a relatively new addition to the doubter's armament, scrutinising the activities of the UK's most prominent mediums in blunt fashion. Commentaries on the latest boobs by the spirit guides are added weekly and the site supervisor helps moderate a busy forum that caters for a fair range of views. That's at <www.badpsychics.co.uk>.

Probably the most prominent of the online skeptic communities is the one located at the web residence of the James Randi Educational Foundation, <www.randi.org>. Here you can interact with fellow skeptics from all over the globe and share your views on any topic that takes your fancy. The discussion forums are very active and if you're unaccustomed to the workings and etiquette of Internet forums, it's worth taking a back seat and watching the virtual community's life for a while to get used to things before you begin posting.

Well-known and well-travelled skeptic and all-round cantankerous fellow James Randi personally contributes weekly to the site, with a commentary updated each Friday highlighting quack ideas, products and services brought to his attention from the large readership. A complete record of Randi's writings for the site, reaching back to 1992, can be found in the commentaries archive section and more of the conjuror's bulletins are available at:

<http://www.mindspring.com/~anson/randi-hotline/>.

This is the old JREF Info List, Randi's means of communicating with fellow critical thinkers and supporters before the advent of the Foundation. Should you prefer to while away the hours listening to Randi recount his tales and offer advice on stemming the tide of humbug, one of the forum members has made available a selection of Randi's audio web casts from 2003. These can be found at:

<http://clear-light.msspro.com/radio-randi.html> in either .wav or .mp3 file format, to be downloaded at leisure.

The websites of the two major US-based skeptic magazines, Skeptical Inquirer and Skeptic (http://www.csicop.org/si/online.html) and (http://www.skeptic.com) respectively, carry many past reports from their extensive back issues catalogue. Here you'll find in-depth investigations from many of the well-known and respected names in skepticism. The site of the Skeptical Inquirer forms part of a large information portal run by CSICOP, the Committee for the Scientific Investigation of Claims of the Paranormal, and includes a number of CSICOP staff web columns and sub-sites dedicated to specialist subjects. The team at the Skeptic, headed by Mike Shermer, use their E-Skeptic newsletter to inform us of their latest concerns and views from over the pond. Details on how to access E-Skeptic are given on Skeptic.com's main web page, as is a handy link to Shermer's regular column in Scientific American magazine.

It's only fair to mention Claus Larsen's Skeptic Report (http://www.skepticreport.com/general/index.htm) at this point. Claus has put a lot of hard work into building and maintaining the site, which solicits articles from grass roots skeptics and publishes them online in a neatly presented monthly package. If you feel you have a piece that's worthy of consideration for inclusion, email Claus at:

<editor@skepticreport.com>.

Again, an article archive can be accessed.

For those times when you need to re-familiarise yourself with a topic or are looking for a brief summary of the latest quack therapy to be re-invented or rediscovered, Bob Carroll's Skeptic Dictionary should be your first port of call at <http://www.skepdic.com>. Bob has written over 400 entries on dubious dealings and is always adding to the knowledge base. In a similar vein is the Millenium Project, compiled by Australian gadfly Peter Bowditch. Peter's opinion-piece, unafraid to name names, is more geared towards companies and individuals, and the frequent updates on his homepage leave you in no doubt he's made a few enemies with his no-nonsense manner. Plunder his records at <http://www.ratbags.com/rsoles/>.

Finally, don't forget you can now peruse the latest happenings from skeptic groups based the world over using the lengthy list recently incorporated into ASKE's own website. Links to home pages, article indexes and group forums are provided and there's also an accompanying round-up of the paranormal awards on offer. Check out, respectively,

<http://www.aske.clara.co.uk/SkepOrgList.html>

and <http://www.aske.clara.co.uk/AwardList.html>.

If you know of any other sites, blogs or links that you'd like to see appear in a future ASKE newsletter, email ASKE with the details!

___________________________________________________________________________________

The Three-card Puzzle

T
he solutions are as follows.   
One way of solving this and the 

supplementary puzzle is to consider the consequences when each person is designated the liar. 

In the first part of the puzzle, if Amy is the liar then Ben has the Ace, Chris has the Queen and Amy has the King.

If Ben is the liar then Amy has the Ace, Chris has the Queen, and Ben has the King. 

Finally, Chris cannot be the liar, because Amy or Ben cannot both be telling the truth. 

Hence, in all possible cases Chris has the Queen.

Suppose now that Ben peeped at Amy’s card before they made their statements. Now, if Amy is the liar then Ben can still have the Ace King or Queen, Chris may have the Ace or Queen, and Amy may have the King or Queen. 

If Ben is the liar then Amy has the Ace, Chris has the Queen, and Ben has the King.

Once again Chris cannot be the liar.

Hence, because Ben cheated, we cannot solve the problem: Chris may have either the King or the Queen.

What then is the moral of this puzzle? Never cheat! There is always a downside to cheating as the puzzle illustrates. 

I am sure that the creative reader can invent many puzzles modelled on this one.

ASKE, P.O. Box 5994, Ripley, DE5 3XL, UK

email: aske@talktalk.net
;

website: http://www.aske.org.uk or http://www.aske.clara.co.uk
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