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Pasaiblo FalliLility of Fol:w;raph Toeting of Subjects 1n Posth:mnotic Stat.ea _

1.°Q, On the basis of your lmowledge of hypnology, do you think that 1t would be et
possible to induce a posthypnotic state on a subject in such & ’dw that. his re-.' e s

Aed

v aetionz to polygraph testing would bo aignificantly alt.arsd? _ Lt “j"-.?.-'
‘)'\‘ . , . L SRR Y - . ‘-,.l ,'., ‘.'.
s;? My of.{ha.nd opinion 1s thnt thia would be quite posaiblo. Of course 1t. would ”T.J

n; 7. be very simple to conduct oxperimonte which cculd definitely dooide this question
,;m; one way or anothar, but on the essurption that such expseriments have not _yet been
5w 01 carried out, I should like to comment briefly on tha poseibﬂitiea to be COnsidored.
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“e Ag T understand 1%, tho rolygraph measuros unconscious physical reactions to t.he b

.Thereforo, -4t would appear pesaible that a subjecti could possibly avoid these re--~ ' * "™
'u.;m; aobions 4f he wors interrogated while in a posthypnotic state and:thus- oatab]inh~-' e ar-'Hat —
{f:J;‘lxis innooence for somo incrirdnating acts or assoclations., This might be _done ¢ 3::;‘. L
g}\s. by the inductloéon of posthypnotic amnesia for the incriminating episodes and ‘the ™ © \

“ ’. substitution of en alibl situation by the establishment of false recollections, .
;-. % In order words, the cubject would be comvinced that he was actually telling the truth -~
ig.*;t‘_‘. and would not have the psychosomatic disturbences necessary for a polygraph re= . ... &

action. In addition to this, complste amoesia of the hypnotidns itself caon'be T

‘H; effected and an affective dofenss can be set up apainst rehypnotization by another | '—

.-;_;,_;. stimlq of the mcntal disturbances caused by the telling of deliberate liese .. ' .o = a

'J."" .,5:

" hypnotist., Furthermore, the subject's rescticns to othar guostiona usedrn testing
3‘ s the poh'graphability of a subject would probably be normalj ' At "‘ ,. N
1‘\‘ H 'b.- o

“,>"1 2o (Collector's Noto: In addition to the comments reported atove, scurce suggested -
. ."' and supplicd roference matsrial which he felt might provide some background in.t‘or*a- A
= 7 . tion on this subject., A brief review of seme of this liforature was undertaken by . PIE
.;'e-:_: ~.the colleetor and the comments listed below were abstiracted. Although they often RERENEY T
{<y: support source's opinions, they are by no mesns directly attributadble to him, nor can
{ithe conclusicns reached be construed as bearing his endorsement, Abrief reviow cf 2o
“recent volumes of Psycholorical Abstrata (Abstracta) (later tifan 1950) rovealed no - ¢
:."\ ‘;:.- erticles describing esperiments involving posthypnotic behavior in relation to the
VJ L/ polygraph machine. Therefcre the following comwente include other refarencos which

e . the collector considers as poasibly epplicable to the problem,)
-x._ A
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“&v.-w & The llature cf ths Fosthypnotic BIXEEY State =- In the first plece, thers still
'.,‘;""., gocms to bo a great deal of confuslon aboul the actual nature of theo posihypnotic o
~577" gtate 1tself and about the scope of influence of tho operator in the subject'!s re- """
_;, -=; actiona when awaks. These questions were cited by lienry OCuse of long Island Univerad,ty F,
‘ who points ocut thab they have plagued investigators for many years and have received %

h-‘m.no clarity. in interpretaticn.- He goes.on to.say.that perhaps.even more corplex: iaw my"‘ ‘»

, » the question as to how a subject responds to the fact that he is behaving in a way -

: j-: v which is different from.his usuasl behavior, (l) Ho explnins that the poothypnotic R
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act will often have in it an aspect of remombrance ae to the guggestion given 4n "
the trance" but he adds, "Of course, some phenomena of g posthypnotic nature, such - °
' as hallucinatory experience, may be ascepted by the subjeot as being of unquestion=
%y . sble authsmtietty.,” - . ... -

2 3 AR U

s b '""Hyﬁﬁoais' and Antigocial Conduct -~ Dospite an active oontroversy on the subject,
W | therelis much evidence that hypnotism can induce antisecial behavior. (2) In this s
: comection it should be brought out that such acts can be’ acoorplished in the poste

hypnotic state with no apparent knowledge or feeling on the part of the subject. 'm"i‘;’-
Several experiments have shown that guch "subjects handled peculiarities in their &

... posthypnotic activities by accepting them as cangrous aspeots of their behavior, -.:\--+
1 (3) Buch "acceptance®™ of the antisocial act of lying might well preclude any physi
$9 % & reactlions which voﬂdiag;gxgwa;b}.e--by;thq pelygraph. - ° .- . . I
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:isocial behavior, ,
- attampts are often made by experimenters to break the induced stete of posthypnotic i
. [t srmesia geveral deys after the experimental antigocial act or acte have been committed
R by the subject. The accusations brought out in thess interrcgations usually. arouse :: «
' I'":° apparently righteous indignation * or disbelief on the part of the "gullty* subject.
Sik i, . I On@ such experiment a young female subject had been 4induced under hypnosis to..:ayesx -
1.." _ steal money,from the pockst of a stranger's coat after awakening fram her trance, .
3547877 (L) She was given posthypnotic amneasias for the source of the corpulsion, - She stals
‘TR the dollar.and later spent 4t, When confronted with the facts soveral days later
% ahe A4 not believe them, On the-basls of her reactions the experimenter reported
| a8 followsi ™ "Thess coiments are ineluded %o indicate the difficultles a cross~ - _
ke i examiner would moet in attempting to wring a confession {romra criminal ‘hypnotie | .
“ subject, Miss A's mamner betrayed not the subtlest evidence or consciousness of - - L%

o, 300t In’exﬁe"rimanﬁ;with the hypnotic;m post-hypnotic production of ant

ey Y

Fioe - guilt. I cannot say, of course, what might han,v been her reaction.to a ue-dotocf.‘or:: ’

jfiy o OF thisrd-degree methods,.. B o Fpenarepera Tt T
L 3{;“;‘ Subsequently this subject was again hypnotized and her ameela for thé n'inoident '.-_ ‘-.; .
TITT removed. " PMiss A was then asked whether she thought she could in hypnosis be . -

%’Q“" induced to commit more serious crimes—such as to steal important govefnment ~ '

53.;_';‘;' .. papers were she a secretary in Washington. 5She said, 4Yes, I think so,! She
@%>.- held to this belief both in the trance and normal states, '
ST : S ‘ ' '
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+:7- 0e Training and Testing == In ocasze posthypnotic compulsion were utilized in an attempt -
R ;:L’ to circumvent lie detection, the neccasarily complete control over the posthypnotie -
§ﬁ'w Ject would require = pericd of intensive training and testing.
i vary widsly in the hypnotizebility. In other words, one person might show
4 1ittle initial resistancs to trance induction but the operator might find that he ‘
&‘ ~would show a great deal more resistance to 4llusion creation or to one or more of '
ik the standard criteria for moasuring the depth of hypnosis. (Such criteria include (1) i
13>'" hypnotic analgesia to painful stimld, (2) mixed olfactory hallucinations, (3) age™ ~."*"
A= '~ repression control, (IS‘poathypnotic arnesis, (5) ability to cary out posthypnotig. ity
k¥ suggestions and the rapid induction of trance through an unrelated posthypnotio .
- -2u-r edgnal, (5) A pointed out, "To achieve the best results, one must utilize g Py
(4T the dndive characteristics of each subject. (6) Through patient experimentation . =¥ °
suggestions used to c}rmpn@{;tg.‘_jp{:@ts of resistance, very desp - ... -
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i . | ..
v
%" hypnoels can usually be obtained in & willing subject. 1t should then be possible

2. to predict the effeots which the subject's own peculiar pPexvonality and hypnotig-
) ability charsgteristics will play in the posthypnotic state, The ultimate goal of -
Letithe training would be ths creation of a state of hypnotizability whereby the operatop: i} e~
% sould rapidly induce a posthypnotlo state in which the subject would have no mrx |
:’4‘{*1‘ conssious knowledge or memory of his incriminating ectivities or conneotions, L

ELET S ST

1 In addition to the above goal, it would be also poesible to induce in the subject
+ 8 facility for autohypnosis, leslie M, LeCrom of Los Angeles. steted that it is
difficult to hypnotize onesclf st all doeply unless a post hypnotic suggestion has ,
3:, been given during hetero-induced hypnosis to the effect that the person. can there- [ ./:
1y Mter hypnotise hinsefl," (7). e o '
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' ~d. ' Detection of Post ypuotio State by Polygraph ~= As far as polygraph detoction . L ""'.L
";:f‘ﬁor the post hypnotie state 1tself is ooncerned, this seems unlikely in the lipht of "'

“{y the negative and inconolusive results of experiments conducted by True and Stephenson

¢;% which corrslated elsctrosncephalogranm, pulse and planter reflsxes in hypnosie with age - )
25, regression and induced emotional states. (8) - ; T,
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- i.  No, '3;,}»‘??.‘_’195}.,_]:&;_;9; 2}2, 7 brce:

#2:(1). Ouse, Henry, "Posthypnotic Behaviar and Personality,® Poreonality, .Val, 1,&;,-@
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,t‘ () Estabrooks, G,R., "The Possible Antisocial Use of Hypnotism," PERSONALITY, '

m“,‘ -*n_'g.’g_ . T .. s -. -y .
23 0T oL i No. 3, Nov 2951, page 29

;:,;(3) Ouse, op cit page 236.
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Bre man, Margarst, "Experiments in the llypnotic Production of Antisoolal and v ,';
Self-Injurious Behavior,” - PSICUIATRY, Vol 3, Now 1, Feb LZ, pp SO-E1r bl g

. True, Robert M, ang Sterhenson, Charles W., "Controlled Experiments Correlating %) S

‘.4 Plectroencephalogram, Pulse and Flanter Reflexes with. Uypnotic. Age Rsgressiont, i} F g e
o, . and Induced Emotional States, " PBISQHALII_T, Yol 1, Nq 3, Nov Sl,-_ page.293, st

_Breman?, op oit, page 52 = . SO L T, .\

:3%2(7) LeCrom, leslie M., "A §tudy of the HYPNOTIZABILITY of liypnotists," PERSOHALITY - il’;
;-’v.«_-‘}j-'."-'.' Vol 1, No 3, Hov 51, page 301, : e ' P e
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. True and Stephenson, op ¢it pp 252-262
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