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66/02 - “Considering the sender in ostensible ganzfeld ESP studies
to be a PK source”

Instituicao/ Institution: The University of Northampton - UK
Duracéao/Duration: 2003/12 - 2005/12

Investigadores/ Researchers: Prof. Chris Roe, Ms. Nicola Holt

Abstract: Despite the success of clairvoyance designs in eliciting
evidence for ESP when used with other protocols, it has been
commonly assumed that a sender can make a positive contribution to
the outcome of Ganzfeld studies. Few Ganzfeld experiments have
adopted a clairvoyance design except where the objective of the study
was to compare sender and no sender conditions (Honorton, 1995).
Unfortunately, work which has focused on this issue (e.g., Williams et
al.,, 1994} has involved rather crude manipulations of conditions in
comparing success rates for sender and no-sender sessions. Perhaps
unsurprisingly, then, such research has failed to provide a clear or
consistent picture of the role of the sender.

This project took an alternative approach (after Roe, 1996) that used a
novel means of measuring any sender effect by having an RNG serve as
a ‘proxy’ receiver. In Study 1 in this series — essentially an assessment
of the validity of the approach — a live RNG ran alongside the human
receiver and produced a ‘virtual mentation’ by randomly selecting
descriptors from a pool of statements. We found that an independent
judge using virtual mentations was able to achieve a 32.5% hit rate. In
study 2 we compared sender and no sender conditions and recruited a
second independent judge to assess any possibility of psi on the part of
the judge. They produced hit rates of 30.6% and 16.7%, with both giving
higher hit rates for the sender trials than for the no sender trials, as
predicted (42.1% vs 17.6%; 26.3% vs 5.9%), though these differences
were not significant,

In Study 3 the human receiver was removed by accurately briefing
participants about the RNG and asking them to focus on it while it gave
immediate feedback by displaying selected statements to them, much as
senders might hear feedback from a human receiver in the ganzfeld.
Senders rated how well each statement corresponded with their sending
experience. The lability of the target selection method was manipulated
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to give three within-subjects conditions; using a random number table,
a pseudorandom process, and a live RNG. It was hypothesised
(following Braud, 1981) that the greatest psi effect would be with the
most labile target, and {following Stanford's [1978] CBM model) that
‘stable’ senders would demonstrate higher psi hitting with the most
labile target system and vice versa. Although we did not confirm Braud’s
claimed advantage for labile target systems, there was a significant
interaction effect between target and sender lability, as predicted by
CBM.

Study 4 was designed to replicate this interaction effect and aiso to
consider the impact of sending strategy (‘willing' versus passive
absorption in the task) and feedback type (delayed versus item by item})
upon success. The interaction effect was replicated and a non-
significant interaction between feedback and sending strategy was
found.

76/02 - “Extended Communication of Affective States:
physiological and emotional responses to non-sensory stimuli” -
only abstract available

Instituicao/ Institution: Koestler Parapsychology Unit, University of
Edinburgh - UK

Duragao/ Duration: 2004/01 - 2005/05

Investigador/Researcher: Prof. Paul Stevens

Abstract: This study investigated emotional responses (physiological
and self-report) to external, non-sensory stimuli. 20 right-handed
subjects underwent a blind, pseudo-randomised schedule of 12 stimuli,
consisting of 60s exposures to one of two MF types, a remote “Sender”
undergoing autobiographical recall of positive or negative emotional
states, or control periods (no stimulus). MF types 1 and 2 were sine
waves of a frequency (range 8.3-12.2 Hz) corresponding to peak frontal
EEG frequency previously recorded for that subject during
autobiographical recall of negative or positive emotions respectively.
After each period, subjects selected 4 words out of 16 (8 negative, 8
positive) which best described their current emotional state, and these
used to construct a Reported Emotional State (RES) index.



