14 August 1944

W. AV B. Honkin, Eeq. .

Asclatent Secrutary,w

Royal Cor=ieslon un-ignulntinn.
Ministry of Health.

Derr wir,

Thrne you for your letter of July l4th snd copy of Dr Thomson's
report. With the latter I sn in very substeutlsl ugrun:ﬁantt sivVa
foer one,rerhens pmall, rolnt, on which I gena the snclosed ﬁﬁiﬂki

"Bfhe terms of reference of your Commlission are se wide thet
it would seem luopnssible, short of writlhg you & book, to set rforth

my ldess un theas subjecta. 1 think, thersfore, veu &re wige

in asking my cpinlon whenever wanted on a speoific point, as on



e 2 i e

Froferanr Thareon'sa atetemant. As you probably know, the lagt

five chugtars of wy book on the Genatiocal Theory of Hatural

Seledtion ars devuted to an analysla of tne s¥olutionary roblens
Iregentad oy the husan pace.

Toura falthfully,



Oa pecs 7 I think Dr Thomeon sxaggeratsa the differencs
between Cattell's aud Frasmr Roberts' estimate of the rats of
fall per ponesétion in the average Intelligent Quotient. It
should of couras, be made clear that the estimates mentioned by
Thomson nrs on tbe Binst I.Q. scalm, not on the Otis I.5. acale,
which ie rathe: nore thon twios gg wide. Franar Rocherts'
date for sepn intelligence of cHyldren belenging to fapllyes of
aifferent alzeg(Table iV,p.1EG, Apnile endoe, Volume VIII)
Bre on an lidux of DBrightness scale, and glve & mesn for all
ohildred §3.760, compared with 2 m:nn for wll feuwlliss of at lsast
one qhlld urf 104.906, differsnocs J1.13%3, rnpragm- AVerage
fall in " iselildgencs 1o 0ae generntion, ignorlng all of the last
gresratlon who have no children. if to tranaslate th'as rate of
gh-nEge lato tha 1.3. scale wa ﬂ@i the regresaicn of-Blnet I.Q.
on Otle T.t., na-ely b = 0.3306640(r.191), the eorresponding
T.Q. value Y= 1,61£67. If the regresslon of Otls I.H. on
Dinet I.0. ig used, b = z.02685%(p.132), and the value 1g
c.041C 1.79. in eaoli gensratlion. 1f, as appears To be gensrslly
agresd, tﬁu Binet I.Q. test 1g more agourats thun the Otlg I-B.,
the latter value will be more proper. If Fraaser Foberts wese- JFH{
the figure 1.5 aporibed to him by Thomaon(which I have net been able
te verdify) it 1g somewhst an underetetement of what his dnta indlioats.
Thers is in #ny cmee no resson A priorl for sup-osing that the rats
of decline of intelligence is neceesarily the same in Leicester and



in Beth. For rassons whioh both suthors give, the velue of about
2 pninta T... pir genersticn obtasiad at Bath and of 3 pointg par
Feneration % lvicester mre ﬂuuhtlual_zqrt‘l BEppreclsbly underestinates.
& repetitlon of the sane beestment with aprroximetely the
WAme nupbors at Jath, safter & genern u:m g _F in 1965, would doubtless
show i sipnificant ﬂnnniuﬁ%h;;é; *:I.;wnug:lv n.n-t eetimate 1t mocurately,
2inos the stendard error of the uﬁnpardf-un would be about 818 units
1.C. per peneration. Buch & direst teat would inolute ths influenms
¢f those loaviry no childran. In the mesnwhile teata aloaaly
conforming wlth that of Fraser Foberts st Bath ghould be carrisd out

=i
in & numbe - of largefowns.



