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| am writing to make a correction to Zdrenka & Wilson’s (2017) publication “Individual Differ-
ence Correlates of Psi Performance in Forced-Choice Precognition Experiments: A Meta-Analysis (1945-

2016),” which appeared in the spring 2017 issue of the JP.

On page 14, regarding the Belief in Psi meta-analysis, Storm’s (2008) effect size was incorrectly

reported as -.17 when it should have been .17. Consequently—and with the addition of 2 more papers

not previously included (Luke, Zychowicz, Richterova, Tjurina, & Polonnikova, 2012; Luke & Zychowicz,

2014), the meta-regression looking at year of publication as a moderator is no longer significant (QR =

2.11,p =.15). The updated mean weighted effect size r of the Belief in Psi meta-analysis is .13 (p <.001),

with a 95% confidence interval between .07 and .20 (see diagram below). We offer our thanks to Lance

Storm for pointing out the error to us.

Study name

Statistics for each study

Correlation

Schmeidler, 1945 0.04
Buzby, 1967 0.30
Ryzl, 1968a 0.29
Ryzl, 1968b 0.31
Johnson, 1969 0.62
Nielsen, 1970 0.72
Honorton, 1972 0.00
Haraldsson, 1975 0.00
Haraldsson, 1980 0.11
Thalbourne et al., 1982 (Exp 1) 0.00
Thalbourne et al., 1982 (Exp 2) 0.30
Thalbourne, 1996 -0.06
Haraldsson et al., 2002 0.06
Storm, 2006 0.10
Wilson & Hamlin, 2007 (Exp 1) 0.02
Wilson & Hamlin, 2007 (Exp 2) 0.00
Storm, 2008 0.17
Luke et al., 2008 0.24
Palmer, 2009 0.00
Luke et al., 2012 0.08
Hitchman et al., 2012 -0.03
Luke & Morin, 2014 0.49
Luke & Zychowicz, 2014 -0.09
Hitchman et al., 2015 (Combined) 0.01
0.13

Lower
limit

-0.19
0.17
0.04
-0.09
0.33
0.28
-0.37
-0.13
0.02
-0.20
0.09
-0.25
-0.22
-0.04
-0.24
-0.30
0.01
0.04
-0.25
-0.58
-0.31
0.21
-0.39
-0.27
0.07

Upper
limit
0.26
0.42
0.50
0.63
0.81
0.91
0.37
0.13
0.20
0.20
0.48
0.14
0.33
0.24
0.27
0.30
0.32
0.41
0.25
0.68
0.25
0.69
0.23
0.28
0.20

Total

75
202
63
25
28
13
28
223
449
101
86
99
50
199
61

149
100

10
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41
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50
2250
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