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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  

the   knowledge   gained   and   lessons   learned   about  
remote  viewing  and  the  rating  of  human  targets  within  
a  binary  blind  protocol;;  this  has  the  potential  to  be  use-­

ful  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  

-­

Several  viewers  participating  in  this  project  were  
experienced  and  trained  in  a  variety  of  methods  such  

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  

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

Introduction

Lynne  Katz  designed  a  project  to  determine  whether  
remote   viewers   could   accurately   predict   the   out-­
come  of  the  then  upcoming  presidential  election  on  

the  two  candidates  in  the  
general   election   would  

-­
can  challenger  Mitt  Rom-­
ney.    Polls  indicated  that  
it  would  be  a  very  close  
race.  
This   experiment   set  

out   with   the   following  

1.   C a n    r e m o t e  
viewers  from  a  variety  of  

outcome  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  

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)

The  2012  Presidential  Election
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having  only  done  one  or  two  remote-­viewing  sessions  
prior  to  this  study.

Why  Choose  a  Human  Target?  

subjects   are   the   least   utilized   targets   in   remote-­
viewing  practice  and  applied  precognition  projects.    Al-­
though  some  viewers  participating  in  this  project  have  

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  

-­
posed  to  the  more  personal  aspects  of  that  human.    

is  often  explored  by  the  viewer  more  as  a  means  to  

can  shed  light  on  what  is  going  on  around  him  or  her.  

methods  primarily  do  “read”  people  rather  than  loca-­

as  people  are  impacted  by  or  are  curious  about  their  
locations.

Project  Methodology  

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-­

viewers’  sessions  only  described  locations  and  made  

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

-­
vised  that  it  would  be  acceptable  to  provide  tasking  

-­

for  both  viewers  and  those  assigning  them  targets  to  

projects  viewers  are  often  given  tasking  that  narrows  
down  what  needs  to  be  focused  on  in  their  sessions.  

-­

some   researchers  who   have   not   run   operational  

an  examination  of  a  variety  of  studies  of  high  scien-­

“blindness”   traditionally   required   in   remote-­viewing  
research  projects  far  exceeds  the  level  mandated  in  

sent  to  the  eleven  viewers  but  with  the  changed  task-­
ing  of  “the  target  is  a  person;;  describe  the  person.”  
Three  viewers  who  had  earlier  provided  sessions  con-­
taining  no  information  about  a  human  subject  were  

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  

-­

generate  more  consistent  judging  scores.    
Applying  the  0-­7  point  rating  scale  has  been  chal-­

lenging  because   the   different   scale   levels   are   not  

-­
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correspondence  with   several  matchable   elements  
intermixed  with  some   incorrect   information.”     Such  

-­
ing  scores  between  multiple  viewers.

-­
ers’  sessions  showed  few  sketches  and  many  descrip-­

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  

better  and  should  be  used  alone.    

Challenges  To  Viewing  and  Judging  This  Human  

RV  Target  

-­

Republican   from   a   devout  Mormon   background.  

given  that  Obama’s  mother  was  Caucasian  and  he  
is   lighter-­complected   than  many  people  of  African-­

category.  

had  differing  opinions  based  on  the  TV  networks  they  

  

Problematic  words   that   could   be   relative   to   the  
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-­

was  ultimately  judged  as  Unknown.
This   last   viewer’s   session   also   focused   in  min-­

ute  detail  on  every  aspect  of   the   target’s     physical  

Unknown  category.

Analysis

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  

candidates;;  these  were  listed  in  two  tables  showing  
which  viewer’s  session  pointed  to  which  candidate.  

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

perspires  a  lot
sometimes  feels  lonely  or  sad
sometimes  wears  a  tennis  band  on  head
man  teaching  girl  to  tap  dance

-­
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  

Sketch  by  Viewer  7  -­  Session  pointed  to  Romney  but  there  was  a  high  number  of  “Q”s.
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TABLE  2

Viewer  Preference  Comparison  

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.    

were  surveyed  for  their  preference  between  Obama  

they  had  preferred  to  win.    Even  if  there  were  total  

viewers’  unconscious  preferences  had  played  a  role;;  

so  than  if  there  was  little  correspondence.  
Table  3  shows  the  viewers’  preferences  compared  

out  of  eleven  viewers  indicated  a  preference  towards  

respond  to  repeated  inquiries  regarding  their  prefer-­
ence  and  two  others  indicated  they  had  no  preference.    

preference  for  the  candidate  to  whom  their  session  

their  preference  did  have  a  retrocausal  impact  on  their  

-­
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  

Results:  A  Prediction  Made  

Table  2  shows  the  predictions  from  each  viewer.  

has  a  lower  percentage  of  unknowns.  The  assump-­

more  indicative  that  the  session  is   leaning  towards  
that  target.

-­
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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  

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-­

While   this   relatively   new  system   is   a   superior   tool  

context  can  be  lost  in  the  process.  Sessions  should  

been  entered  onto  spreadsheets.  
5.  How  strongly  will  a  viewer’s  candidate  prefer-­

ence  affect  their  session?    As  a  majority  of  viewers  

and  one  of  the  viewers  whose  sessions  pointed  to  a  
description  of  Romney  also  voiced  a  strong  prefer-­

remote-­viewed  their  own  preferences  rather  then  the  
desired  target  should  not  be  ruled  out.

Project  Remote  Viewers  
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any  certainty  that  the  viewers  were  strictly  viewing  the  

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  

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

there  are  aspects  of  people  that  cannot  be  known  or  

in   relation   to   themselves.     When  a   viewer   says   a  

necessarily  know  what  the  viewer  means  by  “tall”  or  
“active/energetic.”  
3.  Is  the  use  of  human  targets  in  remote-­viewing-­

related   research   projects   or   applied   precognition  

that   researchers  or  project  managers  may  want   to  
-­


