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For a number of years popular books have been published in which the
authors suggest and assert that tape recorders can be used to
communicate with the dead (Jurgenson, 1967; Raudive, 1971; Schafer,
1978).

Even if one accepted some of the voices as paranormal the voice
phenomena do not provide any support for the survival hypothesis
beyond that which can be claimed on the basis of other
parapsychological findings. Indeed compared with other material (see
Gauld, 1977) the case for survival based on voice phenomena seems to
be relatively weak. Furthermore in most if not all cases, it is
extremely difficult to obtain any reasonable evidence for
paranormality. The following discussion is therefore limited to items
which have a bearing on this question.

A reasonable case has been made for psychic photography (Eisenbud,
1977). More recently investigations in the microstructure of objects
subjected to PK (Hasted, 1978; Hasted & Robertson, 1980) provide a
further suggestion that it is not unreasonable to expect that audio
tapes may be changed in such a way that new and perhaps recognizable
sounds appear on account of PK. Bender (1971) suggested that this was
probably the case when a few of the voices associated with Jurgenson
were investigated. Jurgenson has been most cooperative and as Bender's
report indicates, a considerable amount of equipment was used in an
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attempt to eliminate counter hypotheses. This resulted in a
considerable reduction of the number of voices which were selected for
further more detailed analyses. However, as Sotscheck (1971) pointed
out speech diagrams although useful, do not provide conclusive
evidence when the question of paranormality is considered (Sotscheck,
1979).

The strongest assertion were made by Raudive (19863 1971; 1973;
1976) who spent years of listening to tapes and who registered and
classified with impressive patience thousands of voices (7200 in 1971)
until his death in 1974. Smith (1972) critically discussed these
claims and came to the conclusion that they do not support the
survival hypothesis and that little if any evidence for paranormality
can be found. This author is in agreement with these conclusions but
some of the reasons suggested by Smith (e.g. speaking in light trance)
are perhaps somewhat improbable. This is understandable as Smith had
no personal experience of Raudive.

Raudive was obsessed with his voices, willing to spend endless hours
listening to them and discussing them and he had the obstinacy and a
presumably superficial knowledge of science with which he managed to
impress a number of people.

It is somewhat surprising that he had a good deal of support from
many professional people who could be expected to appreciate the flaws
in Raudives so called scientific tests. It is worthwhile to note that
few if any parapsychologists (perhaps easily categorised as members of
the PA) ever supported his claims.

The impressive care which Raudive lavished on his tapes and voices
must not be mistaken for scientific inquiry. His listening test was a
crude example of a clearly non-scientific test which nevertheless
fooled many people. In this test Raudive announced the meaning of a
particular sound pattern first, and then played this sound pattern
repeatedly. If the listener agreed that he could hear the sound
pattern as previously announced, Raudive listed this success of his
suggestion as an independent verification of this particular voice.
However, if a subject had doubts and expressed a low degree of
confidence in Raudive's suggestion, he was classified as being unable
to hear. Obviously this test has no scientific merit whatsoever. There
is absolutely no doubt that sounds which have some similarity with
speech and which are presented in short bursts only (say 2 to 10
words) can be interpreted in a variety of ways and most subjects




























