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subjects as targets? 
5. How strongly will a viewer’s candidate prefer-

ence affect their session?
While this modest study was not intended to 

produce a huge data set (and therefore  statistical 
VLJQL¿FDQFH�FDQQRW�EH�FDOFXODWHG���LWV�YDOXH�OLHV�LQ�WKH�
knowledge gained and lessons learned about remote 
viewing and the rating of human targets within a bi-
nary blind protocol; this has the potential to be useful 

to those designing and 
implementing their own 
remote-viewing projects 
in the future. 

Background and Partici-

pant Selection

Remote viewers utilize 
intuitive yet structured 
protocols to obtain infor-
mation that lies outside 
their analytic mind or cur-
rent knowledge base; 
that information comes 
to them in the form of 
LPDJHV��ZRUGV�� VRXQGV��
VPHOOV�� SK\VLFDO� VHQVD-

WLRQV��DQG�HPRWLRQV��
Several viewers participating in this project were 

trained and experienced in a variety of methods such 
DV�&RQWUROOHG�5HPRWH�9LHZLQJ��&59��DQG�([WHQGHG�
5HPRWH�9LHZLQJ��(59���PHWKRGV�RULJLQDOO\�GHYHORSHG�
for and utilized by researchers and remote viewers 
serving in various secret U.S. military and govern-
ment programs.  Some viewers were also trained in 
clairvoyant-reading methods described in two of this 
ZULWHU¶V�ERRNV��³<RX�DUH�3V\FKLF��7KH�$UW�RI�&ODLUYR\-
DQW�5HDGLQJ�	�+HDOLQJ´�DQG�³([WUDRUGLQDU\�3V\FKLF��
3URYHQ�7HFKQLTXHV�WR�0DVWHU�<RXU�1DWXUDO�$ELOLWLHV�´�

RV RESEARCH

by Debra Lynne Katz

An expedition into the unexplored territory of 
remote viewing and rating human subjects as 
targets within a binary protocol.

Introduction

,Q�HDUO\�2FWREHU�������0LFKHOOH�%XOJDW]�DQG�'HEUD�
Lynne Katz designed a project to determine whether 
remote viewers could accurately predict the outcome 
RI� WKH� WKHQ�XSFRPLQJ� SUHVLGHQWLDO� HOHFWLRQ� RQ�1R-
YHPEHU� ��� ������ � �:LWK�
WKH�SULPDULHV�FRPSOHWHG��
the two candidates in the 
general election would 
EH�WKH�LQFXPEHQW��%DUDFN�
2EDPD�� DQG� 5HSXEOL-
can challenger Mitt Rom-
ney.  Polls indicated that 
it would be a very close 
race. 

This experiment set 
out with the following 
TXHVWLRQV�

1.  Can remote viewers 
from a variety of back-
JURXQGV�� HYHQ�ZLWK� OLWWOH�
H[SHULHQFH�YLHZLQJ�KXPDQ�WDUJHWV��SUHGLFW�WKH�RXW-
come of a presidential election when utilizing a 
double-blind protocol.

2.  How does a project involving a human target 
differ from those utilizing objects and locations?

3.  Is the use of human targets in remote-viewing-
related research projects or applied-precognition 
SURMHFWV� LQYROYLQJ�ELQDU\�RXWFRPHV��VRPHWKLQJ� WKDW�
researchers or project managers may want to con-
sider in the future? 

4. Which method/system of rating/judging sessions 
is most helpful when evaluating sessions with human 

Barack Obama (l) and Mitt Romney (r) (Image: Associated Press)

5(027(�9,(:,1*�7+(�287&20(�2)
7+(������35(6,'(17,$/�(/(&7,21



APERTURE                                                                                                                                                                Spring/Summer 2013

   www.irva.org                                                                                                                                                                                                     47

$�FRXSOH�RI�WKH�YLHZHUV�ZHUH�QHZ�WR�ERWK�PHWKRGV��
having only done one or two remote-viewing sessions 
prior to this study.

Why Choose a Human Target? 
8QOLNH� RWKHU� LQWXLWLRQ�UHODWHG�GLVFLSOLQHV�� KXPDQ�

subjects are the least utilized targets in remote-view-
ing practice and applied-precognition projects.  Al-
though some viewers participating in this project have 
GRQH�KXQGUHGV�RI�VHVVLRQV��PRVW�RI�WKRVH�WUDLQHG�LQ��
CRV or ERV have little experience with viewing hu-
man targets directly.  This is not to say these viewers 
have not had experience describing humans; on the 
FRQWUDU\��ZKHQ�RQH�LV�WDVNHG�ZLWK�YLHZLQJ�D�ORFDWLRQ�RU�
DFWLYLW\�DW�D�ORFDWLRQ��KXPDQV�DUH�RIWHQ�SUHVHQW�ZKRP�
WKH�YLHZHU�ZLOO�VXFFHVVIXOO\�GHVFULEH��+RZHYHU��PRVW�
RI�WKH�WLPH��WKH�PDLQ�WDVNLQJ�LV�WR�GHVFULEH�D�ORFDWLRQ�
RU�REMHFW��RU�DFWLYLW\�WKH�KXPDQ�LV�HQJDJHG�LQ��DV�RS-
posed to the more personal aspects of that human.  
,Q�PRVW�UHPRWH�YLHZLQJ�SUDFWLFH�VHVVLRQV��JLYHQ�WKDW�
WKH�VXUURXQGLQJ�HQYLURQPHQW�LV�WKH�IRFXV��WKH�KXPDQ�
is often explored by the viewer more as a means to 
DQ�HQG�UDWKHU� WKDQ� WKH�HQG� LWVHOI�� L�H��� WKH�KXPDQ¶V�
HPRWLRQV�� DFWLRQV�� FORWKLQJ�� GHPHDQRU�� DQG�ZRUGV�
can shed light on what is going on around him or her. 

,Q� FRQWUDVW�� WKRVH� WUDLQHG� LQ� FODLUYR\DQW�UHDGLQJ�
PHWKRGV�SULPDULO\�GR�³UHDG´�SHRSOH�UDWKHU�WKDQ�ORFD-
WLRQV�RU�REMHFWV��DOWKRXJK� WKHUH� LV� VRPH�FURVVRYHU�
as people are impacted by or are curious about their 
locations.

Project Methodology 
,Q�PLG�6HSWHPEHU�������HOHYHQ�YLHZHUV�UHVSRQGHG�

to a request to participate in this project.  The view-
ers ranged from having over 10 years’ experience 
and hundreds of remote-viewing sessions to a fairly 
new clairvoyant student having only a few sessions 
completed. Most of the eleven viewers had little ex-
perience with human targets. 

An e-mail was sent out to the viewers with only a 
randomly generated target number that had no sig-
QL¿FDQFH�WR�WKH�WDUJHW��DV�IROORZV��³7KH�WDUJHW�QXPEHU�
LV�����������'HVFULEH�WKH�WDUJHW�´�7KH�YLHZHUV�ZHUH�
QRW�WROG�WKLV�ZDV�D�KXPDQ�WDUJHW���6WLOO��WKH�¿UVW�WKUHH�
viewers’ sessions only described locations and made 
QR�PHQWLRQ�RI�SHRSOH�ZKDWVRHYHU���:KHUHXSRQ��WKH�

researcher team revised their tasking after consulting 
with experts in the remote-viewing community.

/\Q�%XFKDQDQ�� D� UHFRJQL]HG� WHDFKHU� RI� &59��
advised that it would be acceptable to provide task-
LQJ�RI�³WKH�WDUJHW�LV�D�SHUVRQ��GHVFULEH�WKH�SHUVRQ�´�
H[SODLQLQJ�WKDW��ZKLOH�WUDGLWLRQDO�SV\FKLF�UHVHDUFK�FDOOV�
for both viewers and those assigning them targets to 
UHPDLQ�FRPSOHWHO\�EOLQG�WR�WKH�WDUJHW��LQ�RSHUDWLRQDO�
projects viewers are often given taskings that narrow 
down what needs to be focused on in their sessions. 

6XFK�WDVNLQJ�GRHV�QRW�VLJQL¿FDQWO\�GLPLQLVK�KRZ�
EOLQG�WKH�YLHZHUV�DUH�WR�WKH�WDUJHW��JLYHQ�WKH�QXPEHU�
RI�SHRSOH�LQ�WKH�ZRUOG�DOLYH�QRZ��DQG�WKURXJKRXW�KLV-
WRU\��DQG�WKRVH�ZKR�H[LVW�DV�QR�PRUH�WKDQ�D�FRQFHSW�
�H�J��� 6XSHUPDQ��+DUU\�3RWWHU�� HWF���� HYHQ� WKRXJK���
some researchers who have not run operational 
SURMHFWV�PLJKW�¿QG�WKLV�DSSURDFK�OHVV�YDOLG���+RZHYHU��
an examination of a variety of studies of high scien-
WL¿F�YDOLGLW\�IURP�RWKHU�GLVFLSOLQHV�LQGLFDWHV�WKDW�WKH�
³EOLQGQHVV´� WUDGLWLRQDOO\� UHTXLUHG� LQ� UHPRWH�YLHZLQJ�
research projects far exceeds the level mandated in 
RWKHU�¿HOGV��HYHQ�RQ�SURMHFWV�ZKHUH�SHRSOH¶V� OLYHV�
DUH�GHSHQGHQW�RQ�WKH�¿QGLQJV��

,Q�OLJKW�RI�WKH�DERYH��WKH�VDPH�WDUJHW�QXPEHU�ZDV�
VHQW�WR�WKH�HOHYHQ�YLHZHUV��EXW�ZLWK�WKH�FKDQJHG�WDVN-
LQJ�RI�³WKH�WDUJHW�LV�D�SHUVRQ��GHVFULEH�WKH�SHUVRQ�´�
Three viewers who had earlier provided sessions 
containing no information about a human subject were 
DVNHG�WR�UHSHDW�WKHLU�VHVVLRQV��GLVUHJDUGLQJ�ZKDWHYHU�
LQIRUPDWLRQ�KDG�HPHUJHG�GXULQJ�WKHLU�¿UVW�DWWHPSW��

Session Evaluation & Scoring

The viewers’ sessions were evaluated and scored 
using an analytical method recently developed by 
Alexis Poquiz for use in Associative Remote Viewing 
�$59��SURMHFWV��KLV��JRDO�ZDV�WR�DXWRPDWH�D�PRGL¿HG�
interpretation of the 0 - 7 Point Rating Scale for Target 
7UDQVFULSW�&RUUHVSRQGHQFHV��LQ�DQ�DWWHPSW�WR�JHQHU-
ate more consistent judging scores.  

Applying the 0-7 point rating scale has been chal-
lenging because the different scale levels are not 
SUHFLVHO\� GH¿QHG�� � ,QVWHDG�� WKH\� DUH� VWDWHG� XVLQJ�
EURDG�DQG�VXEMHFWLYH�WHUPV��H�J���D�/HYHO���FRQ¿GHQFH�
UDQNLQJ�LV�GH¿QHG�DV�D�³PL[WXUH�RI�FRUUHFW�DQG�LQFRU-
UHFW�HOHPHQWV��EXW�HQRXJK�RI�WKH�IRUPHU�WR�LQGLFDWH�
WKDW� WKH� YLHZHU�KDV�PDGH�FRQWDFW�ZLWK� WKH� WDUJHW�´�
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ZKHUHDV� D� /HYHO� �� FRQ¿GHQFH� UDQNLQJ� KDV� ³JRRG�
correspondence with several matchable elements 
intermixed with some incorrect information.”  Such 
VLPLODULW\�LQ��GH¿QLWLRQV�KDV�OHG�WR�ZLOGO\�GLIIHULQJ�MXGJ-
ing scores between multiple viewers.

%HFDXVH�D�SUHOLPLQDU\�UHYLHZ�RI�WKH�HOHYHQ�YLHZ-
ers’ sessions showed few sketches and many descrip-
WRUV� WKDW� QHHGHG� FDUHIXO� DQDO\]LQJ�� LW�ZDV�GHFLGHG�
that the 0-7 point rating scale would not  be sensitive 
enough and that Poquiz’s more sensitive judging tool 
(which scores every individual word and sketch as 
HLWKHU�D�³KLW´��D�³PLVV´��RU�³XQGHWHUPLQHG´��ZRXOG�EH�
better and should be used alone.  

Challenges to Viewing and Judging this Human 

RV Target 

%RWK�MXGJHV�EHJDQ�WKLV�SURMHFW�ZLWK�WKH�QDLYH�DV-
VXPSWLRQ�WKDW�WKH�WZR�FDQGLGDWHV�ZHUH�TXLWH�GLIIHUHQW���
2QH�FDQGLGDWH�ZDV�$IULFDQ�$PHULFDQ��DQ�LQFXPEHQW��
DQG�D�'HPRFUDW�ZLWK�VWURQJ�OLEHUDO�LGHDOV��ZKLOH�WKH�
RWKHU�ZDV�&DXFDVLDQ��D�YHU\�ZHDOWK\�FRQVHUYDWLYH�
Republican from a devout Mormon background. 
+RZHYHU��PDQ\�RI� WKH�GHVFULSWRUV� LQ�HDFK�VHVVLRQ�
DSSOLHG�WR�ERWK�PHQ���

�� PDOH
�� PLGGOH�DJHG
�� H[SHQVLYH�KRXVH
�� ZHDUV�VXLWV�WR�ZRUN
�� SXEOLF�¿JXUH
�� DFFRPSOLVKHG�VSHDNHU
�� ¿[DWHG�RQ�PRQH\
�� KDV�D�VWDII
�� VHHPV�VXEXUEDQ
�� UHVLGHQWLDO�DUHD
�� ¿W
�� VPDUWO\�GUHVVHG
�� PXVFXODU
�� WDOO
�� GDUN�KDLU
�� FRQWHPSODWLYH
�� KHDOWK�JRRG
�� JLUO\�OLNH�KDQGV
�� DSSURDFKHV�ZRUN�OLNH�GXW\
�� SHRSOH�SD\�DWWHQWLRQ�WR�KLP
�� KDLU�LV�VKRUW

�� HQMR\V�UHDGLQJ
�� HQMR\V�OHDUQLQJ
�� ZHQW�WR�H[SHQVLYH�VFKRROV
�� LV�VPDUW
�� VRPHWLPHV�IHHOV�ORQHO\�DQG�VDG
�� IDWKHU
�� RQ�KRW�VHDW��OLNH�LQ�FRXUW
�� EHLQJ�JULOOHG�E\�D�SDQHO�RU�OLNH�RQ�D�SDQHO

6RPH� GHVFULSWRUV�� VXFK� DV� WKRVH� SHUWDLQLQJ� WR�
UDFH�FRORULQJ�UHOLJLRQ��ZHUH�DOVR�QRW�HDV\�WR�DVVLJQ�
given that Obama’s mother was Caucasian and he 
is lighter-complected than many people of African-
$PHULFDQ�GHVFHQW��

�� DSSHDUV�&DXFDVLDQ�OLNH
�� JROGHQ�WDQ�SHUVRQ
�� OLJKW�VNLQ�
�� ZDY\�KDLU
�� WKH�WKRXJKW��-HVXV�&KULVW�SRSSHG�LQ�P\�KHDG�

)RU�ZRUGV�DQG�SKUDVHV�RYHU�ZKLFK�WKH�MXGJHV�KDG�
SURORQJHG�GHEDWH�DQG�GLVFXVVLRQ��D�³4´�ZDV�DVVLJQHG�
DQG�WKH\�ZHUH�SODFHG�LQ�WKH�4XHVWLRQ�8QNQRZQ�FDW-
egory. 

2Q�VRPH�ZRUGV�DQG�SKUDVHV�UHFRUGHG��WKH�MXGJHV�
had differing opinions based on the TV networks they 
KDG�ZDWFKHG���

 
�� JLYHV�PRQH\�DZD\
�� JHQHURXV�
�� FDULQJ
�� ORYLQJ
�� NLQG
�� DSSHDUV�WR�EH�D�WKLQNHU

Problematic words that could be relative to the 
YLHZHUV¶�SHUFHSWLRQ�RI�WKHPVHOYHV�LQFOXGHG��

�� VKRUW
�� WDOO
�� WKLQ
�� ODUJH
�� ROG�
�� \RXQJ
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LQJ�WKH�QDWXUH�RI�WKH�WDUJHW��WKH�YLHZHU�IHOW�DW�¿UVW�WKDW�
LW�UHVHPEOHG�5RPQH\��EXW�WKHQ�FKDQJHG�KLV�PLQG���,W�
was ultimately judged as Unknown.

This last viewer’s session also focused in min-
ute detail on every aspect of the target’s  physical 
KHDOWK�DQG�PDNHXS��PRUH�VR�WKDQ�DQ\�RWKHU�YLHZHU��
XQIRUWXQDWHO\��PDQ\�RI�WKHVH�GHWDLOV�DOVR�IHOO�LQWR�WKH�
Unknown category.

Analysis

2QFH�VHVVLRQ�VFRULQJ�KDG�EHHQ�FRPSOHWHG�� WZR�
spreadsheets were created for each viewer that 
included the list of descriptors and sketches along 
with the ratings given by the judges when they were 
compared to each candidate.  Percentages were 
FDOFXODWHG�IRU�WKRVH�WKDW�PDWFKHG��³&RUUHFW��´���GLG�
QRW�PDWFK��³:URQJ��´���DQG�WKDW�ZHUH�8QNQRZQ��³4�
�´�� IRU� ERWK� FDQGLGDWHV�� WKHVH�ZHUH� OLVWHG� LQ� WZR�
tables showing which viewer’s session pointed to 
which candidate.  

6HH�7DEOHV��$�DQG��%�

TABLE 1A - Calculation of scores for all viewers’ 
sessions compared to what could be known of presi-
dential candidate Mitt Romney by the judges.

�6HH�WDEOH�RQ�QH[W�SDJH��

�� PXVFXODU

'HWHUPLQLQJ� WKH�DFFXUDF\�RI� IDFWXDO� LQIRUPDWLRQ�
DOVR�EHFDPH�D�VRXUFH�RI�FRQWHQWLRQ�LQ�WKH�MXGJLQJ��
VXFK�DV�

�� KDV���EURWKHUV�
�� WKH\�DOO�GR�VLPLODU�ZRUN

2WKHU� GHVFULSWRUV� VLPSO\� FRXOG� QRW� EH� YHUL¿HG�
HLWKHU�ZD\��

�� perspires a lot
�� sometimes feels lonely or sad
�� sometimes wears a tennis band on head
�� man teaching girl to tap dance
�� OLYHV�ZHVW�RI�D�PXVHXP��³<´�IRU�2EDPD��³4´�

IRU�5RPQH\�

2XW�RI�HOHYHQ�YLHZLQJ�VHVVLRQV��RQO\� WKUHH�FRQ-

tained a sketch of a face. One was not detailed 
enough to show a resemblance to either candidate; 
another detailed set of sketches resembled a religious 
¿JXUH��*LYHQ� WKDW�5RPQH\�KDG�EHHQ�D� ELVKRS� IRU�
VHYHUDO�\HDUV��WKLV�ZDV�VFRUHG�DV�D�³\HV´�IRU�KLP��7KH�
¿QDO�VNHWFK��DW�¿UVW�JODQFH���DSSHDUHG�WR�ERWK�MXGJHV�
WR�EH�D�FORVH�PDWFK�WR�2EDPD��KRZHYHU��XSRQ�OHDUQ-

Sketch by Viewer 7 - Session pointed to Romney, but there was a high number of “Q”s.
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TABLE 2���9LHZHU�3UHGLFWLRQV�%DVHG�2Q�+LJKHU�
&RUUHFW�3HUFHQWDJH�DQG�/RZHU�4��6FRUHV�

Viewer Preference Comparison 

2QO\�DIWHU�WKH�HOHFWLRQ�ZHUH�DOO�YLHZHUV�LQIRUPHG��
YLD�H�PDLO�� WKDW� WKH\�KDG�EHHQ� WDVNHG�ZLWK�YLHZLQJ�
WKH�FDQGLGDWH�ZKR�ZDV�HOHFWHG�LQ�1RYHPEHU�������
%DUDFN�2EDPD��

One factor this project wanted to consider was 
whether a viewer’s preference for a particular can-
didate may have had correlation with their session.  
2QH�ZHHN�DIWHU�EHLQJ�JLYHQ� IHHGEDFN�� WKH�YLHZHUV�
were surveyed for their preference between Obama 
DQG�5RPQH\��ZKLFK�RQH�WKH\�YRWHG�IRU�RU�ZKLFK�RQH�
they had preferred to win.  Even if there were total 
FRUUHVSRQGHQFH�KHUH��LW�ZRXOG�QRW�VHUYH�WR�SURYH�WKDW�
viewers’ unconscious preferences had played a role; 
UDWKHU��LW�ZRXOG�RQO\�VXJJHVW�WKH�OLNHOLKRRG�RI�WKLV�PRUH�
so than if there were little correspondence. 

Table 3 shows the viewers’ preferences com-
SDUHG�WR�WKHLU�DGMXGJHG�SUHGLFWLRQV���)URP�WKLV�WDEOH��
seven out of eleven viewers indicated a preference 
WRZDUGV�RQH�FDQGLGDWH��HYHQ�WKRXJK�VRPH�RI�WKHVH�
GLG�QRW�YRWH��IRU�D�YDULHW\�RI�UHDVRQV���7ZR�YLHZHUV�
did not respond to repeated inquiries regarding their 
SUHIHUHQFH�� DQG� WZR�RWKHUV� LQGLFDWHG� WKH\� KDG�QR�
preference.  

2XW�RI� WKH�VHYHQ�ZKR�GLG� UHVSRQG��DOO� YRLFHG�D�
preference for the candidate to whom their session 
SRLQWHG���:KLOH�LW�FDQQRW�EH�VWDWHG�ZLWK�FHUWDLQW\�WKDW�
their preference did have a retrocausal impact on their 
VHVVLRQ��WKLV�SRVVLELOLW\�KDV�WR�EH�JLYHQ�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
LQ�WKH�VDPH�ZD\�WKDW�WKH�SRVVLELOLW\�RI�WHOHSDWKLF�LQÀX-
ence is traditionally considered and controlled for in 
most parapsychology research.  Even if this experi-
ment’s data set had been large enough to determine 

TABLE 1B - Calculation of scores for all view-
ers’ sessions compared to what could be known of 
SUHVLGHQWLDO�FDQGLGDWH�%DUDFN�2EDPD�E\�WKH�MXGJHV�

Results: A Prediction Made 

Table 2 shows the predictions from each viewer. 
1RWH�WKH�³/RZHU�4�´�FROXPQ�WKDW�VKRZV�ZKLFK�WDUJHW�
has a lower percentage of unknowns. The assumption 
ZDV��WKH�IHZHU�XQNQRZQV�IRU�D�SDUWLFXODU�WDUJHW��WKH�
more indicative that the session is leaning towards 
that target.

)URP�WKH�¿UVW�FROXPQ�LQ�7DEOH����LW�FDQ�EHHQ�VHHQ�
WKDW�RXW�RI�HOHYHQ�YLHZHUV��HLJKW�KDG�D�VWURQJHU�PDWFK�
IRU�2EDPD��ZLWK� WKUHH�PDWFKHV� IRU�5RPQH\��7KH�
³/RZHU�4�´�VFRUH�\LHOGHG�DQ�RYHUDOO�JURXS�SUHGLF-
WLRQ�IRU�2EDPD��FKDQJLQJ�RQH�YRWH�IURP�5RPQH\�WR�
2EDPD�� FKDQJLQJ�DQRWKHU� YRWH� IURP�5RPQH\� WR�D�
WLH��DQG�FKDQJLQJ�WKUHH�RI�WKH�YRWHV�IURP�2EDPD�WR�
D�WLH��ZLWK�RQH�YRWH�IRU�5RPQH\�UHPDLQLQJ�WKH�VDPH�
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FRPH��KXPDQ�VXEMHFWV�VKRXOG�QRW�EH�LQ�ERWK�WDUJHW�
RSWLRQV�LQ�D�ELQDU\�SURWRFRO��LI�SRVVLEOH��DV�WKH\�DUH�
too orthogonally similar.  Rating humans as targets 
is time-consuming and prone to subjective decision-
making; there are just too many aspects of a human 
that a remote viewer may access but which cannot 
EH�YHUL¿HG�

4. Which method/system of rating/judging ses-
sions is most helpful when evaluating sessions with 
human subjects as targets?  The CRS could not be 
easily applied to this experiment’s sessions to pro-
GXFH�D�SUHGLFWLRQ��ZKHUHDV�WKH�3RTXL]�V\VWHP�FRXOG��
While this relatively new system is a superior tool for 
D�SURMHFW�VXFK�DV�WKLV��LW�LV�ERWK�PRUH�ODERULRXV�DQG�
WLPH�LQWHQVLYH���,W�¿OWHUV�VHVVLRQV�GRZQ�WR�VLQJOH�SHU-
FHSWLRQV�RU�YHU\�VLPSOH�SKUDVHV��ZKLFK�PHDQV�FRQWH[W�
can be lost in the process. Sessions should therefore 
EH�RQ�KDQG�IRU�UHYLHZ��HYHQ�ZKHQ�DOO�GHVFULSWRUV�KDYH�
been entered onto spreadsheets. 

5. How strongly will a viewer’s candidate prefer-
ence affect their session?  As a majority of viewers 
�VL[�RI�HOHYHQ��LQGLFDWHG�D�SUHIHUHQFH�IRU�2EDPD��DQG�
one of the viewers whose sessions pointed to a de-
scription of Romney also voiced a strong preference 
IRU�5RPQH\��WKH�SRVVLELOLW\�WKDW�SDUWLFLSDQWV�UHPRWH�
viewed their own preferences rather than the desired 
target should not be ruled out.

Project Remote Viewers 

0LFKHOOH�%HOWUDQ��-RQ�1REOH��'HERUDK�6KHULI��/DXUD�
6KHOWRQ��3DXO�+HQQHVV\��3DWV\�3RVH\��'ROSKLQ��'DYLG�
%HDWW\��'DQ�+RI¿FDNHU��-DVRQ�%URZQ��5XVV�(YDQV�

_________________________________________

Debra Lynne Katz operates the International School 
of Clairvoyance.  She is author of 
<RX�$UH�3V\FKLF��7KH�$UW�RI�&ODLUYR\-
ant Reading & Healing (Llewellyn 
Worldwide, 2004); Extraordinary 
3V\FKLF��3URYHQ�7HFKQLTXHV�WR�0DV-
WHU�<RXU�1DWXUDO�$ELOLWLHV�(Llewellyn, 
2008); and )UHHLQJ�WKH�*HQLH�:LWKLQ 

(Llewellyn 2009).  She is one of the recipients of the 
2012 IRVA/IRIS Warcollier research award.  She  
has studied and practiced remote viewing for several 
years.  Her website is www.debrakatz.com.

VWDWLVWLFDO�VLJQL¿FDQFH��LW�VWLOO�FRXOG�QRW�EH�VDLG�ZLWK�
any certainty that the viewers were strictly viewing the 
ZLQQLQJ�FDQGLGDWH��DV�WKH\�PD\�KDYH��EHHQ�VLPSO\�
YLHZLQJ�WKHLU�UHWURFDXVDO�SUHIHUHQFHV����ZKLFK��LQ�VL[�
RI�VHYHQ�FDVHV�QRWHG�KHUH��MXVW�VR�KDSSHQHG�WR�WXUQ�
RXW� WR� EH� WKH�ZLQQLQJ� FDQGLGDWH�� � )XWXUH� UHVHDUFK�
might explore the potential problem of subconscious 
viewer preference within a binary protocol and in 
projects involving the prediction of future outcomes. 

TABLE 3 - Viewer Preference and Prediction 
Comparisons.

Conclusions

1. Will remote viewers be able to predict the out-
come of the next presidential election when utilizing 
a double-blind protocol?��<HV�

2. How will a project involving a human target differ 
from those utilizing objects and locations?  Human 
WDUJHWV�RIIHU�D�QXPEHU�RI�FKDOOHQJHV�IRU�MXGJHV��DV�
there are aspects of people that cannot be known or 
YHUL¿HG��RU�DUH�VXEMHFWLYH��FRQFHSWXDO��RU�SDUDGR[LFDO��
%RWK�YLHZHUV�DQG� MXGJHV� WHQG� WR�HYDOXDWH�KXPDQV�
in relation to themselves.  When a viewer says a 
PDQ�LV�³WDOO´�RU�³DFWLYH�DQG�HQHUJHWLF�´�MXGJHV�GR�QRW�
QHFHVVDULO\�NQRZ�ZKDW�WKH�YLHZHU�PHDQV�E\�³WDOO´�RU�
³DFWLYH�HQHUJHWLF�´�

3. Is the use of human targets in remote-viewing-
related research projects or applied-precognition 
projects involving binary outcomes, something 
that researchers or project managers may want to 
consider in the future? ��)URP�WKLV�H[SHULPHQW¶V�RXW-
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