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A Further Report on the Midas Touch
ERNEST TAVES, L. A. DALE, and GARDNER MURPHY

In the April,’ 1943, issue of this JOURNAL twoO of the
present writers reported experimental ESP results which
were: characterized by various decline effects (1).”These
effects we attributed to a “Midas touch in reverse” on the
part ‘of * the -subject, the experimenter, or both. It was
<hown that when subjects called a series of'decks of ESP
cards, scores were significantly above. chance for the first
three decks, descending to the chance level thereafter. This
offect we attributed to the Midas touch in respect ‘of the
siibject: as the subject becomes less naive for a ‘given
experiment, he loses his ability to-do above-chance scoring.

We also presented evidence in‘support of the view that the

Midas touch may-work in respect of the experimenter;
the present paper, howeyer, does not deal with this aspect
of the problem: We want 10 Stress the fact here“that the

décline phenomena - mentioned .bove were not @, priori

expected in the data in which they were found. On the
coritrary, the experiments reported on.in the first paper
had been designed to test an entirely different hypothesis.
But the Midas touch effect became so obvious that it could
not escape detéction.

On the other» hand, decline effects were éxpected to
appear in the data aboitt to be presented, and-the entire
experinent was specifically planned to facilitate their
emergence, The question is, Does the Midas touch hypothe-
sis possess predictive value? Out résultsilead us to believe
that it does, This new experiment will now bé described.

Experiment BA

£

Subjects: It was necessary, of course, to use naive sub-
jects in this experiment, since it is supposed that the Midas
touch makes itself apparent in the first few runs made by
a given subject. Accordingly GM* asked Dr. B. F. Riess

# The entire experiment was_;;arﬁed out under GM's direction, and was
made possible by moneys available to him from the Hodgson  Fund of

Harvard University.
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methods AE anhd, AEwkr. According to the Midas touch
hypothesis, we expected that the first run of all (first sit;
ting) would give the highest average. We also expected that
the first three runs of cach’ method would be above chance,
and that the hrist run of “fhese would be higher than the
second or third. It would follow’ frorrthis, therefore, that a
subject would do hf:ttf:f at her first sittingthan at her subse-
quent sittings. It was for tlis reason that we had each girl
come for three experimental sessions. These, sessigns took
placeoat approximately weekly interyals.
1D acted as experimenter throughout the series. The
e conditions of experimentation (distance between
stimulus material, preparation  of stimulus
hanical recording, etc.) were exactly thésame
o former paper (1: p. 82). The subjects
nf seventy-five

were paid on an hourly basis jt the rate
an hour. In addition, rewards were ,nﬁeretl as below:
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None of the three methods used yielded a significant
mean -score; the obtained means for these three methods

(N for ¢ach method is 405) are shown below:
w4975
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The deviations and mean scores obtained on the- first,
second, and third sittings are’as follows:
509 (--40)

Fi.f&‘l Sitﬁﬂg PRI LS TR S L
S¢ Second SIiHDE ..ipmumivas PN % 5005 (+ 2)
Thil‘d Sitti“g fprrrrr O LTI EEE RS L 5.&22 {"]- g}

I Table I1 we present the camplete Midas touch mate-
rial to date. Included in this table are the data shown in
Table 1 above, the original Midas touch materialpand all
the data collected under the original conditions (that is,
exclusive-of Experiment BA) subsequent to the publica-
tion of the first Midas paper.

Table I

Deviations of first three runs compared with deviations of

second three runs called by naive subjects, all data
(August, 1941, to April, 1943).

#f.—— —— DW'
. /Runs’ |(in decks) Dev. Mean N Vonpg P
1 287 | 4102 | 535
2 272 35 5.13 816 317 0008
3 257 L 44 V) 517 :
4 242 %, 15 5.06
5 232 fo,— 35 4 .85 699 32 37
6 225 | 40,37 5.16 _

Thus, only eight times ‘in ten thousand similar experi-
ments (each experiment extending over a period of twenty
months ) would such a result be expected on a chance basis;
this result is, thercfore, highly significant’ by standard
statistical criterid.

Certaift” other),analyses were made on the data. The
"o following may be mentioned: (a) Salience (in respect of
hits on the first card of each deck) ; preponderance of hits

%
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or six guesses registered as correct, LD asked ET closely
to observe the rest of the run. This he did. At the termina-
tion of thesrun under discussion GM's advice was sought on
how to proceed. He suggested that there should be no
change from the nsual procedure as described above; that,
in ‘Other words, Miss’ L. 1. should continue her task of
calling the remaining two ALwkr decks without interrup-
tion from ué -After these decks had been called (yielding
ccores of 4 and 6)/L.D enteréd the reom and, without telling
the subject of her unusyal score; engaged her in conversa-
tion. Miss L. L.’s introspections were, as follows:
Ir the “17” run she had Startedout by looking around
il room and certain objects there, which “%he asspciated
with the five symbols, had successively caught her eye. Bor
instance. when the coils of the radiator seémed fo “‘attract”
hers she ¢hose the wave: dry cell batteries ‘on_a near-by
<helf indicated the circle; the corner of the table indicated
the star; the square was symbolized by a chair-botton,cand
“comething she saw in the design of the rug” meant the
cross. (Actually there is nothing in ‘the design of the rug,
which is of an Oriental type, that even rémotely resembles
thé-form of a cross.) Thenyas the rfin progressed, this
pracedure began to seem 00 stereotyped. too “automatic,”
and ‘anothef. approach to the task took ifs place; She, felt
.that she ¢hould call, say, a circle, and thew she loonked around

the room, until she found an object the outline of which
would o justify” ‘her impression. She further stated’ that
after a while (whether towdrds the end of the “17"" fun or
at the beginning of the next run could not be exactly ascer»
tained) she “got bored with‘looking around the room and
just tried to imagine what symbob Mrs. Dale was looking
at. but thought it silly.” Shewasnot told at the end of this
sitting, as were all the other subjects, awhat her exact scores
were, nor was she paid the reward for her score of 17 until
after thelast’sitting. Her total deviation for Sitting One
was -14:Sitting, Two, +8; Sitting Three, —4. When
Experimerit, BA'was completed, Miss L. L. was kind enough
to comecen two, occasions:do take part in further experi-
mentation. The results chtained were of a chance nature
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Swmmary: An experiment was designed to facilitate th
appearance of decline phenomena (Midas touch effects ).
45 subjects ‘called, during three “sittings each, a total of
1215 decks 0f ESP cards, using threé different methods of
calling. Suggestive, but not statistically significant, decline
effects were Obtained, these effects being similar to those
previously noted. When the results of the present experi-
ment are pooled with the results published in the April
1ssue of this, JourNAL, the P-yidtue, based upon the positive
deviation of the first three decks called by ‘naive subjects,
is .0008;, The Midas trend in the present.dita is:less pro-
nounced than in.the previously reportedmaterialy, but the
total result remains ‘statistically significant. op
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