
THE MOON has long been 
believed to hold some influ-
ence upon animal behavior. 
Pliny the Elder reasoned that 
the lunar force (now known as 
gravity) which pulls on the 
Earth’s oceans may also exert 
similar effects on the water 
within the human body. This 
gravitational influence is now 
known to have minimal effect 
on human beings; the pull by 

the Moon on the human body 
is no more than that of a brick 
wall when one stands a meter 
away. However, another 
mechanism which I have not 
been aware 
of until re-
cently is the 
Moon’s per-
turbation of 
the Earth’s 
magnetic 
field. 

As an active researcher of 
ghost (and haunting) activity, I 
was aware of the possibility of 
lunar influence on behavior 
via a “direct” Moon-behaviour 
interaction. This influence 
could be exerted not by gravi-
ty but by psychology of ex-
pectation. However, I had 
never seriously considered the 
possibility of lunar influences 
on ghost activity. I had not 
come across any literature 
suggesting such lunar effects, 
nor was I aware of any causal 
link. Despite this, I was vigi-
lant of possible psychogenic 
effects by individuals that 
provided me with reports of 
ghost activity. It is known that 
those with beliefs in the para-
normal can also hold beliefs 
on the influence of the Moon 

on behavior.1  Such beliefs can 
contribute to cognitive biases 
that could lead to increased 
false reports during certain 
phases of the Moon. However, 
during my research, I have not 
come across anyone who con-
sciously linked their experi-
ences with the Moon phase. 

Between 20-30% of the 
population is likely to experi-
ence, at some point in their 
lives, anomalous events com-
monly termed as ghost or 
haunting activity.2  These 
experiences may occur across 
any sensory modality, ranging 

from visual, auditory, tactile 
and olfactory.3  This is in 
addition to non-sensory pro-
cesses such as feelings of a 
sensed presence and irrational 
fear, as well as witnessing 
direct interaction with the 
physical environment such as 
doors opening and objects 
moving seemingly of their 
own accord. 

The Moon-ghost interaction 
first became evident to me 
whilst I was analyzing a data-
base of eye-witness statements 
pertaining to ghost and haunt-
ing activity. We had collated 
20 years of data consisting of 
hundreds of reports. 

I decided to run an analysis 
between Moon phase and 
frequency of reports. I had 
done this merely as a formali-
ty, expecting to find no rela-

tionship and put the idea to 
rest. However, the correlation 
came out to be highly signifi-
cant. After brief contempla-
tion, the most logical interpre-
tation was a psychogenic one. 
Individuals’ attitudes and 
predispositions could have 
been influenced when observ-
ing the Moon phase, con-
sciously or otherwise, leaving 
raised expectation and imagi-
nation to do the rest. 

Despite its large size, how-
ever, the dataset could not 
clarify whether the effect was 
psychogenic or something 

more. The indi-
viduals in ques-
tion were out-
doors during 
both day or 
night, thus po-
tentially being 

exposed to cues of Moon 
phase. The finding did, how-
ever, prompt me to review my 
own personal dataset for simi-
lar patterns. Although my data 
set was much smaller in num-
ber, it had the advantage of 
being acquired under more 
controlled conditions. The 
possibility of psychological 
influences of the Moon were 
much less likely. 

I compiled 51 cases span-
ning several years. These 
comprised of two primary 
sources. The first consisted of 
investigations conducted by 
my group (22 cases). The field 
investigations were tightly 
controlled and the investiga-
tors were skeptical of lunar 
influences. Furthermore, the 
only evidence accepted during 
investigations was that wit-

Volume 11, Issue 2 September  2017 

Regular features: 

• At My Desk by Lance Storm (p. 2) 

• Quid Nunc by Hannah Jenkins (p. 4) 

• Promotion for AIPR Website (p. 3) 

• Promotion for Australian Journal of 

Parapsychology (p. 3) 

• Subscriber’s coupon for Australian 

Journal of Parapsychology (p. 4) 

The A.I.P.R. News 

Inside this issue: 

Correlation of Haunt Phe-
nomena With Moon Phase by 
Vladimir Dubaj (pp. 1-2). Mel-
bourne ghost-researcher Dr. 
Vladimir Dubaj analysed his 
collections of data  to find an  
unexplained correlation be-
tween the Moon phases and 
paranormal experiences. 

 

Some Comments on Quantum 
Mechanics and Psi by Colin 
Mitchell (p. 3). Many pundits of 
Quantum Mechanics (QM) 
make all sorts of claims about 
what QM theory says about psi 
and our physical world. Colin 
Mitchell sets the record straight. 

 

Registered as a periodical ISSN 1835-2731 (Print); 2208-004X (Online) 

Correlation of Haunt Phenomena With Moon Phase 
by Vladimir Dubaj 

“I was aware of the possibility of lunar 
influence on behavior via a “direct” Moon-

behaviour interaction” 



the Dead: The Importance of Violent 
Death in 337 New Cases” Journal of 
Parapsychology 73 (2009): 91-118. 

3. C. S. Alvarado & N. L. Zingrone, 
“Characteristics of Hauntings With and 
Without Apparitions: An Analysis of 
Published Cases” Journal of the Society 
for Psychical Research 40 (1995): 385-
397. 

4. L. A. Akimov & N. P. Dyatel, “Influence 
of the Moon on the Earth’s Magneto-
sphere at Various Phases of a Solar 
Activity Cycle” Kinematics and Physics 
of Celestial Bodies 28(1) (2012): 39-42. 

5. G. K. Rangarajan, “Lunar Semi-Monthly 
Variation in the Equatrial Electrojet 
Field in India” Geophysics Journal of 
the Royal Astronomical Society 61 
(1980): 451-455. 

6. N. H. Majmudar & D. R. K. Rao, 
“Characteristics of Pi2 Pulsations at an 
Equatorial Station and its Occurrence 
Association with the Phase of the 
Moon” Proceedings of the Indian 
Academy of Sciences, Earth and Plane-
tary Sciences 92(3) (1983): 217-222. 

7. H. Lühr, T. A. Siddiqui & S. Maus, 
“Global Characteristics of the Lunar 
Tidal Modulation of the Equatorial 
Electrojet Derived from CHAMP Obser-
vations” Annales Geophysicae 30(3) 
(2012): 527-536. 

8. F. Gasperini & J. M. Forbes, “Lunar-
Solar Interactions in the Equatorial 
Electrojet” Geophysical Research 
Letters 41(9) (2014): 3026-3031. 

9. A. Michon, S. A. Koren & M. A. Per-
singer, “Attempts to Simulate the Asso-
ciation Between Geomagnetic Activity 
and Spontaneous Seizures in Rats using 
Experimentally Generated Magnetic 
Fields” Perception and Motor Skills 82
(2) (1996): 619-26. 

10. M. A. Persinger, V. Hoang, & L. Baker
-Price, “Entrainment of Stage 2 Sleep 
Spindles by Weak, Transcerebral Mag-
netic Stimulation in an “Epileptic” 
woman” Electromagnetic Biology and 
Medicine 28(4) (2009): 374-82. 

11. M. A. Persinger, “Out-of-Body-Like 
Experiences are More Probable in 
People with Elevated Complex Partial 
Epileptic-Like Signs During Periods of 
Enhanced Geomagnetic Activity: A 
Nonlinear Effect” Perception and Motor 
Skills 80(2) (1995): 563-569. 

12. D. Hadzic et al., “The Lunar Cycle and 
Seizures in Children” Medicinski Glas-
nik (Zenica) 7(2) (2010): 137-142. 

13. P. Polychronopoulos et al., “Lunar 
Phases and Seizure Occurrence: Just an 
Ancient Legend?” Neurology 66(9) 
(2006): 1442-1443. 

14. S. Ruegg et al., “Association of Envi-
ronmental Factors with the Onset of 
Status Epilepticus” Epilepsy and Behav-
ior 12(1) (2008): 66-73. 

15. S. R. Benbadis et al., “The Influence of 
the Full Moon on Seizure Frequency: 
Myth or Reality?” Epilepsy and Behav-
ior 5(4) (2004): 596-597. 

16. M. A. Persinger & K. S. Saroka, 
“Comparable Proportions of Classes of 
Experiences and Intracerebral Conse-
quences for Surgical Stimulation and 
External Application of Weak Magnetic 
Field Patterns: Implications for Con-
verging Effects in Complex Partial 
Seizures” Epilepsy and Behavior 27(1) 
(2013): 220-224. 

At My Desk 
The article by Colin Mitchell 
in this issue (p. 3), con-
cerns misunderstandings in 
Quantum Mechanics (QM). 
Colin’s article got me think-
ing about ‘complementarity’ 
because I touched on that 
topic back in 2006 (see The 
Survival of Human Con-
sciousness, McFarland).  
The usual example in QM is 
that sub-atomic particles 
are often observed to be-
have like waves, and other 
times they are observed to 
behave like particles. In the 
closing chapter of that 
book, I suggested that 
survival-like evidence might 
be explained in two differ-
ent ways, but both dis-
courses might refer to the 
same fundamental reality. 
The dominant (and oldest) 
argument is, simply, that 
there really is an afterlife. 
The alternative argument is 
that afterlife communica-
tions (e.g., from medi-
umship) are really exam-
ples of super-psi (a.k.a. 
living-agent psi)? But how 
would they be two aspects 
of the same thing—they 
seem fundamentally op-
posed and mutually exclu-
sive? Worse still, a schism 
emerges because comple-
mentarity means neither 
concept holds full explana-
tory power—each loses its 
autonomy. Maybe there is 
no gain without a loss (yes, 
another paradox). We 
might have to get used to 
complementarities—after 
all, we accepted  electro-
magnetism. Perhaps the 
merger will result in the 
(not new) idea of a ‘psychic 
reservoir’, which seems to 
have fallen out of favour. 
For some parapsycholo-
gists, the notion of two 
different realms; two differ-
ent dimensions (one for the 
living; one for the discar-
nate) is still preferable, but 
think about this: Has the 
concept of the ‘universe’ 
been fully explored? In an 
age  when we are being 
b o m b a r d e d  w i t h 
‘multiverses’ from all sides, 
Jung’s borrowed alchemical 
term Unus Mundus (a uni-
fied reality where all things 
originate and merge) 
seems comforting. Perhaps 
there’s more than a psy-
chological reason for that. 
 

*  *  * 
Got something to say about 
parapsychology or the para-
normal? Submit your contri-
bution to: 
 

Dr. Lance Storm, 
School of Psychology, 
University of Adelaide, 
SA 5005 
 

or e-mail me at: 
 

aiprinc@yahoo.com 
 

Enjoy this edition of The 

A.I.P.R. News! 

—Lance Storm 

nessed by two or more investiga-
tors, or captured by our equip-
ment. The second source consist-
ed of a series of ghost/haunting 
phenomena reported by research 
participants and logged at the 
time of occurrence via SMS (29 
cases). These SMS reports were 
followed up by personal commu-
nication to determine possible 
causes and influences. None of 
the individuals suggested the 
possibility of lunar influence. 

Of the entire pool of 51 cases, 
16 did not contain any unusual 
occurrences. These consisted of 
non-eventful field investigations. 
The remaining 35 cases con-
tained unexplained occurrences 
spanning auditory, tactile and 
visual phenomena as well as 
direct influence of physical ob-
jects. Cases were grouped into 
four categories of Moon phase: 0
-25%, 26-50%, 51-75%, 76-
100% visibility, and a frequency 
distribution was generated. 
Eventful data (those containing 
unusual occurrences) were found 
to be significantly skewed to-
wards both New-Moon and Full-
Moon periods. Non-eventful data 
showed no such pattern. 

Although this was a smaller 
sample, the same pattern was 
observed here as for the much 
larger dataset that brought the 
lunar relationship to my attention 
in the first place. This finding 
supported my belief that the 
Moon is linked in some way to 
the likelihood of experiencing 
ghost/haunting activity. Further-
more, the second data set sug-
gested that there is more to ghost 
activity than wayward imagina-
tion. 

One possible candidate mecha-
nism for the Moon’s influence 
on the Earth is via modulation of 
the Earth’s magnetosphere. 
Shaped by the solar wind, the 
magnetosphere is confined to 
about 10 Earth radii on the day 
side of the Earth, but extends 
well beyond the orbit of the 
Moon at 60 Earth radii. The 
lunar effects upon the Earth’s 
geomagnetic activity has been 
shown by two mechanisms: (1) 
Physical interference with either 
the solar wind or the Earth’s 
magnetosphere during New- and 
Full-Moon periods, respective-
ly;4,5,6 and (2) Gravitational forc-
ing of the lower atmosphere; 

compressing and expanding the 
ionosphere.7,8  Both of these 

mechanisms have the effect of 
perturbing magnetic field activi-
ty which can be detected at 
ground level. 

There is evidence that weak 
magnetic fields may be able to 
affect the human brain, particu-
larly when the field is complex 
(more than a simple sinusoid). 
Professor Michael Persinger has 
published numerous research 
papers providing evidence of 
magnetically induced changes in 
epileptiform activity. 9,10  One 
avenue of his research has 
shown that temporal lobe activi-
ty in a subset of the normative 
population displays seizure-like 
activity, which does not manifest 
any physical symptoms. This 
group of individuals are more 
sensitive to magnetic field varia-
tions near their heads, being 
more likely to experience feel-
ings of a sensed-presence. Per-
singer also found an association 
between this non-seizure epilep-
tiform-like activity and halluci-
nations.11 

There is also evidence of sig-
nificant variations in clustering 
of seizures around Moon phas-
es,12,13,14  with seizures of the non
-epileptic type being highest 
around the Full-Moon quarter.15  
All these findings taken together 
lend support to the idea that at 
least a portion of individuals 
within the normative population 
may be more susceptible to hal-
lucinatory experiences when 
exposed to magnetic field varia-
tions.10,11,16 

So the possibility exists that the 
Moon plays a role in the proba-
bility of one experiencing ghost/
haunting phenomena—namely 
via magnetic field perturbations 
affecting brain physiology. This 
could account for a proportion of 
sensory hallucinations which, by 
many, are assumed to be purely 
psychogenic. However, this 
mechanism is unlikely to explain 
instances of an apparition being 
observed by multiple witnesses, 
or cases where objects are physi-
cally moved of their own accord. 
Many insights are still waiting to 
be made.                                   Ψ 
 

 

Notes: 

1. J. Rotton & I. W. Kelly, “A Scale for 
Assessing Belief in Lunar Effects: 
Reliability and Concurrent Validity” 
Psychological Reports 57 (1985): 239-
245. 

2. E. Haraldsson, “Alleged Encounters with 
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Then there’s Russell Targ’s 
and Hal Puthoff’s statement that 
the laws of physics do not abso-
lutely forbid the transmission of 
information from the future to 
the present. Targ and Puthoff’s 
statement is quite correct—at 
least as far as general relativity is 
concerned—general relativity in 
itself does not rule out closed 
time-like loops with the future 
affecting the past. And there is 
speculation about the possibility 
of retro-causation in particle 
physics, although most physi-
cists would remain sceptical. In 
QM there are experiments which 
seem to indicate that results in 
the present depend on decisions 
made in the future (although the 
interpretation of these would be 
hotly debated). 

Targ and Puthoff are quite 
correct regarding entangled spa-
tially separated events, but that 
only applies to certain specific 
events that have been entangled 
by the experimental set-up be-
forehand—it does not automati-
cally apply to all events happen-
ing everywhere, only to those 
specific events. But there is 
nothing wrong with what Targ 
and Puthoff say in their book 
Mind Reach: “… parts of the 
universe apparently separated 
from each other can nonetheless 
act together as parts of a larger 

whole …”, as long 
as it is only seen as 
applying to certain 
very specific parts 
that have been delib-
erately entangled 
together, not every-
thing automatically. 
It is wrong to see 
everything in the 
universe entangled 
in the same way. 

Another common 
misconception is 
that QM shows that 
we create the uni-
verse by our obser-
vations. Practically 
no physicist or phi-
losopher believes 
this today. It is true 
that one of the big-
gest mysteries in 
QM is how the col-
lapse of the wave-
function comes 
about. Since it oc-
curs when physicists 
make measurements 
with their apparatus it was said 
that the act of observation itself 
caused the result, which led to 
the idea that conscious observers 
create macro reality. But now it 
is generally believed that wave-
function collapse happens all the 
time ubiquitously either by all 
kinds of physical interactions or 
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spontaneously once certain con-
ditions obtain, not only when 
humans interact with the world. 
So the macro world is there, 
regardless of the presence of 
conscious observers. The pre-
vailing opinion is that it is not 
consciousness which collapses 
the wavefunction.                     Ψ 

Some Comments on Quantum Mechanics and Psi by Colin Mitchell 

I FIND MUCH that is written 
about Quantum Mechanics 
(QM) to be rather confusingly 
written and philosophically 
suspect. I assert that too many 
people are appropriating colour-
ful language from QM and 
applying it too generally across 
the board to macroscopic ob-
jects where it simply does not 
apply. They over-generalise 
philosophical or metaphysical 
statements about QM phenome-
na, and try to make these apply 
to the macro world, not just the 
micro world. There is a natural 
assumption that since the macro
-world is built from the micro 
world, the same micro-world 
rules should apply. But this fails 
to take into account that QM 
effects become lost in the multi-
tude of interactions that make 
up the macro world—they only 
apply in their pure form in spe-
cific isolated systems on the 
micro level. 

We have to use words to talk 
about things and there are dif-
ferent philosophical and meta-
physical interpretations of QM, 
but I think some writers make a 
few too many philosophical 
assumptions of their own about 
the nature of the reality behind 
QM, and they are ultimately 
misleading in their interpreta-
tions. 

Take the interpretation of 
Heisenberg’s uncertainty rela-
tions which explain them in 
terms of measurement distor-
tions. This interpretation ex-
plains that the measurement of 
the position of an electron by 
‘bouncing’ a photon off it will 
at the same time alter the elec-
tron’s momentum so that the 
momentum and position togeth-
er can never be known precise-
ly. But measurement distortions 
assumes that micro things actu-
ally do have certainty in their 
properties like hard little billiard 
balls in macro reality. Another 
interpretation is that there really 
is no certainty about either of 
the conjugate properties until 
one is measured. When one is 
measured this becomes certain, 
but the other one remains uncer-
tain. This is the ‘weirder’ inter-
pretation, but QM is weird from 
the macro viewpoint. So there is 
one way of explaining what is 
‘really’ going on, but that is not 
the only one. 

Werner Heisenberg (c. 1933) [SOURCE: Wikimedia Commons]  
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the channelled conversation 
that made up the bulk of the 
book could be evidence for 
life after death. 

Fast forward to my most 
recent review: Michael Sud-
duth’s A Philosophical Cri-
tique of Empirical Arguments 
for Postmortem Survival.2 A 
challenging analytical book 
jam-packed with tight so-
phisticated arguments. 

The topic for this column 
occurred to me today as I 
strolled through the charming 
streets of Battery Point to my 
local post office where I 
picked up Are You or Are 
You Not (by Stan V. McDan-
iel), fresh in from America. I 
can’t read it yet, as I’ve an-
other book that I have to get 
to beforehand; The Self Does 
Not Die by Titus Rivas, An-
ny Dirven, and Rudolf H. 
Smit. Crumbs, I’d better get 
cracking… Both reviews will 
be published in the Journal 
for Scientific Exploration. 

I can’t say that all this en-
forced reading on what may 
or may not happen to us 
when we die has made me 
any more clued in about it. 

The ‘Yay’ or ‘Nay’ argu-
ments are stuck on the point 
as to whether or not living 
agent psi (LAP) is responsible 

for what appears 
to be otherwise 
communications 
from deceased 
people. It is so 
hard to rule out 
LAP that we 
aren’t left with 
much to go on. 
And the current 
obsession with 
near-death expe-
riences providing 
evidence we 
exist in the great 
beyond hasn’t 
swung me into 
thinking more 
than our current 
medical under-
standing of what 
constitutes death 
is in need of 
revision, a terri-
fying thought 
when you con-
sider how much 
rides on it. 
My suspicions 

are that, as with life, what 
happens when we are really 
and truly ‘dead’ may be deter-
mined substantially by the 
beliefs and attitude we take 
with us. Not exactly a reassur-
ing thought, but at least one 
we can do something about. 
 
Book reviews are available on 
my academia.edu.au page: 
https://qipp.academia.edu/
HannahJenkins/Book-
Reviews                               Ψ 
 
Notes: 
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‘Suicide: What Really Hap-
pens in the Afterlife?’,” 
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93. 

2. H. Jenkins, “Review of ‘A 
Philosophical Critique of 
Empirical Arguments for 
Postmortem Survival’,” 
Journal of Scientific Explo-
ration 30(4) (2016):  596-
599. 0892-3310/16 

 

Quid Nunc by Hannah Jenkins 
all when we die. 

It started way back in 2008 
with Suicide: What Really 
Happens in the Afterlife—a 
600-page+ epic 
filled with pur-
ported commu-
nications from 
people who 
have died in 
this tragic 
way.1 It didn’t 
really tell us 
anything more 
than what we 
already know, 
which is that 
people who 
commit suicide 
tend to leave 
unfinished 
business and 
often regret 
their decision. 

There wasn’t 
enough discus-
sion about the 
nature of the 
communica-
tions or how to 
distinguish 
them from im-
agined conver-
sations for my liking, and I 
ended up being unconvinced 

Accidental expert 
OVER THE LAST FEW YEARS 

I seem to have become an 
accidental ‘go to girl’ for the 
reviewing of books on all 
matters regarding life and 
death. I guess it has come 
about because tomes on this 
topic tend to draw on philos-
ophy as well as  parapsychol-
ogy and there aren’t many 
people foolish enough to 
combine  higher education 
degrees in both, being as 
they are two of the most un-
funded and unpopular areas 
of academic enquiry. Go me! 

It has been an interesting 
ride and provided me with 
literature I may otherwise not 
have taken the time to read 
due to its somewhat gloomy 
nature that makes one ponder 
upon one’s mortality and 
how one should face the 
inevitable demise of, at least, 
our physical presence on the 
earth. (Dramatic effect fully 
intended!). 

But tackling these big top-
ics is what philosophy is for, 
so in the end I was happy 
enough to knuckle down to 
the task of finding out what it 
is that may just happen to us 
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