
by The Amazing Randi tists. A few are by magicians who aver 

Ballantine. paper, $1.75 that they saw things they can't duplicate 
by trickery. Randi automatically classifies 
any magician w ~ t h  such an opinion as an 

THE GELLER PAPERS: incompetent amateur. 
SCIENTIFIC OBSERVATIONS Paranormal power? One convincing ex- 
ON THE PARANORMAL POWERS ample of Geller's power is described by 
OF URI GELLER ' Eldon Byrd, a physical scientist at the 
Edited by Charles Panati Naval Surface Weapons Center. Byrd 
Houghton Mifflin Co., $10.00 held a five-inch length of wire made of a 

special alloy called nitinol stretched be- 
URI GELLER: MY STORY tween his hands while Geller gently 

stroked themiddleof it. Nitinol IS an exotic 
alloy that, at the time of Geller's vist, was 
available in only a few laboratories The 

Reviewed by Charles T. Tart alloy has a memory. If bent, ~t stays that 
way unt l  heated In boll~ng water, at wh~ch  

r i  Geller IS a young Israeli who point it almost Instantly springs back to ~ t s  
bends things, mainly keys, silver- original shape. Geller's stroklng bent the 

ware, and people's belief systems. The nit inol, when the wlre was dropped ~n 
bends in belief systems come about be- boiling water, instead of springing back to 
cause he doesn't appear to need his 
muscles to twist the keys and silverware. 
He uses, he reports, only the force of h ~ s  

932" F ,  Geller would have needed 
Bending a house key is no easy feat: I Bunsen burner and a pair of pliers to a 



this posit ion seems as extreme as 
Randi's. 
Fooling physicists. Suppose you had 
some genuine paranormal abil~t~es, but 
they didn't alwayswork. The temptation to 
move things along with a little conjuring 
might be overwhelming. But ~ e l l e r ' s  
stageshows don't prove or disprove any- 
thing: they're purely entertainment. Only 
thecontrolled laboratory tests count, and 
many of the experiments inThe Geller Pa- 
pers provide strong evidence that some- 
times Geller does something para- 
normal.On the other hand, as Randi em- 
phasizes, many scientists are unskilled at 
detecting trickery, and not al l  the re- 
ported laboratory work is foolproof. For 
example, parapsychologists find work 
like that of the English physicist John G. 
Taylor unacceptable because his experi- 
ments lack propercontrols. Panatl's book 
would have been better had he omitted 
Taylor's work. 

Both The Geller Papers and The M a g ~ c  
o l  Uri Geller are required reading for any- 
one who wants to understand ~ e l l e r ,  es- 
pecially for those who plan to research 
paranormal phenomena. Geller's auto- 

attempts. 
Randi criticizes this experiment, mak- 

ing a tremendous fuss because the steel- 

' 

walled room was not completely solid: "In 
order to get cables in there for the elec- 
troencephalograph (EEG) tests, a square 
hole was cut in the STEEL WALL AND THE 

SPACE AROUND IT WAS STUFFED WITH GAUZE!" 

(Randi's capital izations). As for the 
screened room, Randi says: "You have 
probably made the assumption that 

had not taken part in the experiment later 
compared the actual targets and Geller's 
drawings by matching them. Both judges 
separately and correctly matched all 10 
drawings, an event that could happen by 
chance only three tlmes in  10 million 

Geller could not see out of the Faraday 
Cage in which he found himself for those 
last three experlments. BUT HECOULD SEE. 

EASILY! HE COULD EVEN REACH HIS ARM OUT 

OFTHECAGEI" Randi comb~nes these ap- 
parently damning statements w ~ t h  as- 
sertions that Geller's assistan!, S h ~ p i  
Shtrang, wasconstantly underfoot durlng 
the experlments, so thal he either sig- 
naled Geller w ~ t h  gestures that revealed 
the target drawings or actually passed 

letters, publ ished i n  the November 7 ,  
1974 issue, Targ and Puthoff clearly state 
that only the experimenters were allowed 
in the target areas. 

Randi repeatedly makes the excellent 
polnt that t f  youwant  to belleve in  the 
paranormal, you will d~stort your observa- 
tlons and memories of an event in a way 
that supports your behefs Any psychol- 
o g ~ s t  would agree with this. However, 
Randi never sees the other side of the 
coin: you can also d~stort things to hang 
onto your disbel~ef in the paranormal. 
An endless game. The implications of 
paranormal phenomena are too impor- 
tant to serveonly as an occasion for b~tter 
arguments between irrational believers 
and ~rrational d~sbellevers Geller w ~ l l  go 
on enlerta~n~ng the masses, he wants to 
be rlch and famous, and he's succeeding 
marvelously Rand1 w ~ l l  goon trying to de- 
bunk Geller Slnce Geller can perform 
faster than Rand1 can duplicate hls trlcks, 
thls game could go on forever 

Whether Geller IS "pure as some be- 
lieve, orwhether he uses conjuring some- 
times but occas~onally shows paranormal 
ab~l~tres, as many parapsychologists now 

b~ography, My Story. IS mlldly ~nterestlng Geller coples of the draw~ngs The SRI SCI- belleve IS of llttle consequence More 
readlng, but 1s irrelevant for decldlnq entlsts sound l~ke  fools than 500 methodolog~cally llght experi- 
whether he possesses genuine paranor- 
malabllities. If he is a total fraud, then the 
book is only a collection of self-serving 
I ~ e s .  If he does occasionally m a n ~ f e ~ t  
paranormal ab~lities, his book casts no 
light on them. 

I must qualify my recommendation of 
Randi's book. In h ~ s  zeal to defend scien- 
tific orthodoxy. Randi himself bends the 
truth repeatedly. For instance, Geller was 
investigated at Stanford Research In- 
stitute ( S R )  by two physicists, Russell Targ 
and Harold Puthoff. Geller usually creates 
an atmosphereof chaos In a lab by flitting 
unpredictably from one task to another, 
so Targ and Puthoff report only two 
studies which they think were well con- 
trolled. In an ~ S ~ s t u d y  meant to demon- 
strate either clairvoyance or telepathy, 
Geller was put first into a double steel- 
wall-sF,ielded room, then, during a later 
stage of the experiment, into a copper- 
screen-shlelded room called a Faraday 
Cage. An experimenter team in another 
room selected an object by opening a 
dictionary at random, then drawing a pic- 
ture that represented the first drawable 
noun o n  the page.  The picture was 
posted on the outer wall of the steel- 
walled room or, during the parts of the ex- 
periment in the Faraday Cage, in another. 
d~stant room. Geller then drew what he 
thought was the target. Two judges who 

Visiting the scene. S~nce I l ~ve  near SRI. I 
contacted Targ and Puthoff and vlslted 
the labs used for the experlments w ~ t h  
Geller. Yes, there is a small hole in the 
double-walled steel room, stuffed w ~ t h  
packlng materials, through which EtGca- 
bles run. But the hole leads into the room 
where the experimenters, not Shlpi, 
stood. The experimenters never spoke a 
word about the target d r a w ~ n g ,  and 
posted it on the same wall the cable duct 
was in. Even if Geller had stuck a micro- 
phoneor vlewlng device through the ca- 
ble duct, and the exper~menters  who 
were watching the duct were too blind to 
see it, the device would have done him no 
good. As for the Faraday Cage. Geller 
could indeed see through the screening 
but all he could see were Shlpi and one of 
the experimenters, neither of whom knew 
the target, for it was selected and kept in 
a distant, guarded room. Incidentally. 
Geller couldn't thrust an arm out of the 
cage unless he opened the door, which 
was in plain view of an experimenter. In 
both experiments, Randi's supposed 
confederate had  no knowledge that 
would have helped Geller. 

Randi's descript~ons of these experi- 
ments grossly distort what actually went 
on. In Randi's book, he refers lo the cor- 
respondence In New Scient~st magazine 
about the SRI experiment. In one of those 

mental studies that show various para- 
normal effects already ex~st ;  noneof them 
depends on the abllity of Geller, who is 
probably only a passing fad. The known 
phys~ca l  laws Indeed appear to bend  
sometimes. and the implications of such 
paranormaleffects forour understanding 
o f  ourselves and the universe may be 
enormous Geller has drawn enough at- 
tention to the paranormal to get some 
very bnghtscientrsts interested: If it takes 
key- and spoon-bendlng to get us start- 
ed on a large-scale scientific invest~ga- 
tion of the paranormal, the career of Uri 
Geller will have served a useful purpose. 

Charles T. Tart is a professor of psychology at 
theuniversity of California. Davis. His applica- 
tion of learning theory to ESP was reported in 
"Telepathy Could Be Real," pt, February 1976. 
His latest book is States of Consciousness 
(E.P. Dutton). 

HERESIES 
by Thomas Szasz 
Anchor Press/Doubleday, paper, 
$2.95 
Reviewed by Daniel Rosenblatt 

P sychiatrist Thomas Szasz resembles 
afiery Old Testament prophet; he fre- 

quently describes our society's evil ways 
in some detail. He has won some honor 


